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FREEDOM OF CONTRACT IN SALE OF GOODS LEGISLATION. 

By 

V. RaMESKHAN, M.A., M.L., 

Lecturer in Mercantile Law. University of Madras. 

The Sale of Goods Act was the product of law — gives trained in laissez-faire 
philosophy and it bears substantial evidence of their allegiance to that theory of 
Social and Economic Organisation. The statutory provisions are applicable in crucial 
matters like the conditions in a contract of sale of goods only in absence of terms 
in the bargain of parties to the contrary'. In a closely related field, namely, in the 
field of hire-purchase, ho\vever which has been the subject of legislation in England 
in this century against the background of a changed social philosophy, we find res- 
trictions on these very same matters upon the power to contract out of its provisions. ^ 
This freedom under the Sale of Goods Legislation of the parties is particularly out of 
place in the modern days of adhesion contracts in which the bargaining power of 
one of the parties is ex hypothesi imequal to that of the other party. One of the 
chief weapons in the armoury of the Courts, in the absence, of specific legislation to 
mitigate, if not to undo altogether, the mischief of such contracts, has been the doc- 
trine of fundamental obligation.- In the case of contracts of sale of goods, two or 
three matters must be held to be fundamental and falling out of parties’ power to 
bargain, which, if such contracts are made on a mass scale and therefore become 
subject to the defects of adhesion contracts, can be effected only be means of such a 
doctrine. The alleviation even by such a doctrine is rendered all the more difficult 
by the presence in the existing Sale of Goods Legislation of a clause providing, such 
. power in the parties to bargain away even those matters. From what follows the 
need for a change in the law will become apparent. 

Condition as to title. 

A contract of ^le of goods is, as per the definition^ a contract whereby the seller 
transfers or' agrees to transfer the property in’ goods to the buyer for a price. And 

1. Hire-purchase Art, 1938. 

2. This doctrine, is, by now in the AVest, a judicially recognised subject of controvers^■; if not 

•ofimportance, in its own right. Cf., The Swiss Atlantique Case, (ig66) 2 AV.L.R. 944 (H.L;). In 

India it has not been fidly explored, though the possibilities seem to be quite assm-ing. Sec mv 
.article. Fundamental obligation and the Indian Law of Contract, in the Journal of the Indian Law 
Institute, (1968) Vol. 10, p. 331. 

3. In section 4 of the Sale of Gcrads Act, 1930. 
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property means according to section 2 (] 1) a general property in goods and not merely 
a special property-. In other words, under a contract of sale of goods, it is of the 
essence of the transaction that there should be a transfer of ownership of the goods 
from the seller to the buyer. It is pertinent to obser\-e here that such a transfer of 
ownership lies at the root of the transaction and cannot be considered merely to be 
a necessary and implied condition of the contract. Yet this is what the Sale of 
Goods Act says in section 14 (a) which reads as follows : 

“ In a contract of sale, imless the circumstances of the transfer are such as fc 
show a different intention there is, 

(0) an implied condition on the part of the seller that in the case of a sale, he 
has a right to sell the goods and that in the case of an agreement to sell, he will have a 
right to sell the goods at the time when the proper^ is to pass ; ” 

And although this is stated to be a condition which is a stipulation “ essential 
to the main purpose of the contract the breach of which gives rise to a right to treat 
the contract as repudiated the buj'er cannot reject the goods and repudiate 
the contract in case of breach of the condition under two sets of circumstances r 

(1) Where the contract of sale is not severable and the burer has accepted the 
goods or part thereof: 

(2) Where the contract is for specific goods the property in which has passed 
to the buyer. ^ 

Property in specific goods passes under normal circumstances to the buyer when 
the contract is made, and it is immaterial whether payment of the price or deh'veiy 
of goods or both is postponed.® Under the abo\'e prorisions. suppose there is a 
contract of sale of a motor car, the title to the car passes to the buyer from the 
moment of the making of the contract. After he receives deliver3' of the car, suppose, 
it is found that it was a stolen car and the seller had no title to it, the buyer cannot 
repudiate the transaction but has merely to seek damages from the seller as if there 
has been breach of merely a warranty and not a condition. Apart from this, there is 
also the freedom given to the parties in section 14 to exclude this condition altogether. 
Hence under the present position, a seller may exclude his liability for lack of his 
title to the goods, although he purports to transfer such title under his contract. . ■ 

Cheshire and Fifoot have drawn attention to this anomalous position under 
the English Sale of Goods Act on which our Indian enactment is based. ■ The learned 
authors haTC pointed out the inadequacy of the law and also urged that the condi- 
tion as to title caimot be contracted out. They obsen'e that to suppose that a ^ 
clause in a contract of sale of goods can absolve the seller from his obligation to 
com-ey title would be “to admit a hopeless incongruitj'. On the one hand he would 
he promising to sell the goods, and on the other insisting that he was not passing the 
property and therefore not making a sale.” Mr. A. H. Hucfron has howe-rer raised 
at least three objections® to the argument of Cheshire and Fifoot. . 

4. Section 12 (2). 

5. Section 13 (2). 

6. Section 20. 

7. Gheshire and Fifoot. Law of Contract, 6th Edn., page I'c. 

8. (t957l 20 Mod. L. Rev-. 236 ; (1961) 24 Mod.L, Rev. 690. 
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First, Cheshire and Fifoot have relied on Rowland v. DivalP for their theory but 
that case did not decide that the condition as to title could not be contracted out and 
that was not the question in issue. Rather Scrutton, J. recognised in his judgment in 
that case the possibility of such exclusion, when he observed that the buyer would 
demand a return of the purchase price, “ unless he has with knowledge of the facts 
held on to the bargain so as to waive the condition.'’^® 

Second, since a contract of sale of goods can be absolute or conditional a 
seller can aver, under his contract that property may pass but refuse to guarantee 
that it will, “why should not a contract be a contract of sale within the Act simply 
because the seller’s offer was, ‘ I will sell you this car which I believe to be mine : 
but if I should prove to have no title to it, you shall not be entitled to sue for me 
for return of the price or damages ?” In such a case the contract can be an 
emptio spei ” the purchase of a chance of obtaining the goods. 

Third, the argument of Cheshire and Fifoot seems to run contrary to a fairly 
considerable body of authority both pre and post Act cases and opinion of text-writers 
as well as the opinion in other jurisdictions. As examples of the former, EichhJoz 
v. Bannister and Niblett v. Confectioners Materials^^, and the opinions oF 
Cbalmers^^ zndBenJaniiiP°, are cited. Authorities from the U. S. as well as Australia 
are also cited in support of the view that exclusion of the condition as to title is 
permissible in a contract of sale of goods. 

In the face of such sharp difference of opinion in England, the position in India 
is not any the less confusing. There seems to be the authority of Dorab Ally v. AbdooT 
Aziz^^, which lays down that there is no warranty of title in the case of sales by 
pawnbrokers of unredeemed pledges. Further, in Radha Krishan v. Ganga Bizhan^~. 
the plaintiff purchasedcertain ornaments from the defendant which were subsequently 
held by a criminal Court to be stolen property ; as a consequence the plaintiff was 
deprived of the ornaments under the orders of the criminal Court. Plaintiff brought 
thereupon a suit against the seller defendant for the price of the ornaments. On 
the suit being dismissed by the trial Court, as there was no evidence other than the 
judgment of the criminal Court to prove that the ornaments were stolen property, 
the Lahore High Court in revision held that “ the onus is on the seller to prove his 
titled® because of the implied warranty in section 109 of the Contract Act. Henco 
the case was remanded to the trial Court which was directed to give the seller 
opportunity to adduce evidence in support of his title. This is a short judgment and 
we cannot seek much guidance from it. We can perhaps infer that if the seller did 


9. (19=3) " 500. 

10. At page 505. 

11. i.e. under the Statute, see section 4 (2) of the Indian Act. 

12. (1864) 17 C.B. (N.S.) 708. 

13. (1921) 3 K.B. 387. 

14. Sale of Goods (inth edn.), page 52. 

15. Sale (8th edn.). 

16. (1877-78) I.L.R. 3 Cal. 806. 

17. (1925) 86 I.C. 1020. 

18. Hid at page 1020. 
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not prove his title, the buyer could repudiate the contract on the ground that there 
was a fundamental breach although presumably he had had som6 use of the goods 
before being deprived of them for lack of seller's title to the goods. We can only 
suggest that in wew of its likely abuse in adhesion contracts, this freedom to exclude 
condition as to title given imder the existing legislation, must at least be restricted 
by providing, for example, that suffident notice of the exclusion, if any, must be given 
to the buyer by bold type letters or otherwise. 


Condition as to correspondence of goods with their description 

in the contract. 


Section 15 says where there is a contract of sale goods by description, there is 
an implied condition that the goods shall correspond with the description. It is 
recognised to be a condition which goes to the root of the contract and the breach 
•of it entitles the buj'er to reject the goods. The oftquoted observation of Lord 
Abinger in Chanter v. Hopkins^\ puts the matter in an expressh'e manner : “If 
jou contract to sell peas, you cannot oblige a party to take beans." 

But the matter for enquiry here is whether (I) this condition can be excluded by 
contract, and (2) whether it sinks to the level of a warranty as per the provisions of 
section 13 (2) already quoted.(See note 5). 

Prima facie, as this is stated to be an implied condition in the section, it can be 
excluded by an express term in the contract. But it has been recognised in England 
to belong to the case of the contract and cannot possibly be excluded- That 
is, notwithstanding any express pro%Tsion in the contract, a buyer will have his rights 
against the seller in case the goods do not correspond with their description in the 
contract. There seems to be no authority on this aspect of the question in India 
except for one solitary exception. In Bombay-Baroda and Central Indian Railway y. 
Firm Nihal Chand Jagan Nath-\ the Lahore High Court allowed the seller to go 
without liability for lack of correspondence of the goods with the description be- 
cause “ although the company (seller) intimated that they beUeved the goods to .be 
of mild steel, they did not wish to give any guarantee and made it clear that if it 
turned out to be a case of misdescription, they would not be liable for damages. 
In the circumstances it must be held that the plaintiffs took delirerj' of the goods 
at their own risk.- - 

But as regards the latter question, namely, whether such a condition sinks to 
the level of warranty as per section 13 (2) in much the same fashion as other imph'ed 
conditions, we have the authority of the Calcutta and Madras High Courts for the 
proposition that it does not so sink merely on the ground that property in a contract 


ig. (1838) 4 IvL and W. 399. 

„ =°- . ^ a contract, (1956) 19 Mod-L.R- aG and Gufot-Fundamcntal Brtacb of 

Contract, CigGi) 77 L.Q.R- g8. 

ai. O94O 192 LG. 175. 

22. ibid at page 17G. 
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for sale of specific goods has passed to the buyer. In Mitchell Reid & Co. v. Buldeo 
Doss Khettry-^, the Calcutta High Court held that if the goods are not in accordance 
with the. description in the contract, the buyer is entitled to reject the goods, whether 
the property in them has passed to him or not. In a more recent case ^ «, Mr. Justice 
Ramachandra Iyer (as he then was) pertinently obser\'ed: “the passing of property 
in the goods is not the test of this right (of the buyer to reject the goods in case the 
goods are not of the contract description) if the goods do not conform to the descrip- 
tion, there is no performance of the contract at all the default of the seller goes 

to the root of the transaction.” 

The buyer will however loss his right to reject the goods although they are 
not according to contract description, if he accepts or can be deemed to accept the 
goods. As per section 42, he is deemed to have accepted the goods either when he 
intimates to the seller that he has accepted them or when on receiving delivery of 
the goods he does any act in relation to them which is inconsistent with the ownership 
of the seller or when after the lapse of a reasonable time he retains the goods without 
intimating to the seller that he has rejected them. And on the facts of the case in 
National Traders v. Hindiistlian Soap Works-^, it was in fact held that the buyer was 
entitled only to damages and not to a refund of the price as he had accepted the goods. 


In summing up the points made in the above discussion, we find that the two 
sets of obligations cast upon the seller under a contract of sale of goods are the sine 
qita non or such contracts. If the evil of adhesion contracts lies in the abuse of the 
party in superior bargaining position of his power to extract maximum conditions 
of non-h'ability from the other, the minimum safeguard in favour of the latter that 
the law can provide is to prescribe such obligations to be beyond the pale of negotia- 
tion by the parties. In any reform of the Sale of Goods Legislation, the need to cate- 
gorise these obligations on the part of the seller as fundamental would seem to be 
imperative. And such a reform will fill up a lacuna in the present law of sale of 
goods which is all the more significant in that in other fields like law of carriage 
and bailment there has already been laid down minima of liability which cannot 
be contracted out.-®-^. 

On this subject we may very well take the cue from the development in the U. S. A. 
where the Uniform Commercial Code adopted in a number of states (now section 
2.302 of the Code) empowers a Coxut to refuse the enforcement of a sales contract 
where it finds the contract or any clause therein to be unconscionable at the time it 
was made. This is by far the most controversial provision in the entire code as it 
violates the principle of freedom of contract and strikes at the security of transac- 
tions by allowing the Court to remake a contract. On the other hand, the 
protaganists have supported it on the very same ground of freedom of contract by 


23. (1888) I.L.R. 15 Cal. 1. 

24. National Traders v. Hinditsthan Soap Works, (i960) 2 M.L.J. 195 : A.IJl. 1959 Mad- 
II2, 116. 

25-1. Carriers Act (III of 1865), sections 6 and 8, Carriage of Goods by Sea Act, 1925, section B 
and ArUcle III (8) of the Schedule, Indian Raihva>-s Act, 1890, section 73. Carriage by Air Act,. 
1932, Schedule I, Rule 32.' ■ . . . ■ 
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pointing out that it applies only where the element of free choice is absent and that 
it will contribute and not hinder the jfreedom of contract in that the 'private autonomy’ 
of contracting parties will be kept within bounds.® If we cannot bring ourselves 
to bear the shock of such a sudden and far-reaching change in our law, trained as 
we are in the traditions of strict adherence to freedom of contract, we should at least 
make a beginning, here and now, to lay down the obligations above stated as funda- 
mental in suitable statutory provisions. 


2. ' “ Unconscionable contracts under U.G.C.” (ipdr) Univ, Pa.L.R. 401 citing F. Kcislcr — 
<Contracts of Adhesion — ' Some thoughts about the Freedom of CJontract’, {1943) 43 CoI.L.R. 629. 
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THE PROBLEM OF SOVEREIGNTY IN OUTER SPACE 
AND CELESTIAL BODIES. 

By 

V. G. Goswami. M.A., tXM. Advocate. 

The present century has seen two related developments of outstanding impor- 
tance to the future of humanity. One is the amazingly rapid advance in science and 
technology' ; the other almost equally remarkable, is the growth of the willingness 
of Governments to undertake projects involviQg research and production on a 
-Stupendous scale. In wew of these developments the possibility that space travel 
may become a reality within a few decades cannot be hghtly dismissed, and interest 
in what would be mankind’s greatest adventure has recently been stimulated by the 
work on high altitude rockets and by the announcement that artificial satellites are 
to be launched during the International Geophysical Year.^ 

The space science has turned the dreams of men to fly in sky, true. The space 
scientists have contributed much in this field. They have enabled men to penetrate 
greater and greater distances into space beyojtd the earth’s atmosphere and have 
opened the way for the use of Outer Space for scientific purposes and telecommuni- 
<ations by means of rockets and artificial satellites equipped with scientific instru- 
ments and even by manned rockets. Indeed, they have brought within contemplation 
the landing of man on other planets. - 

Since the sounding rocket is relatively small and inexpensive, it gave developing 
nations an opportunity to participate in space research without economic hardship. 
At present more than 70 nations participate in some form of space activity construc- 
tion of flights equipments and vehicles, operation of grount stations, or training of 
technicians for projects 3. India with its ThurUbu arange is participating in space 
-experiments with U. S. National Aeronautics apd Space Administration. It may be 
recalled that the United Nations adopted a resolution sponsoring Thumba Equa- 
torial Launching Site as an international range for scientific research open to all U.N- 
member states*. It is worth noting that the Prime Minister of India agreed to provide 
international research facilities at Thumba site which has begun functioning 
regularly. 

Some years ago what was only talked about in legends has proved to be reality 
and who knows what is still in abeyance may nC>t come to be a fact within a few de- 
•cades. The Soviet Union and the United States have launched manned vehicles 
with marked success in the field of space exploration. The nature of recent develop- 
ments and projects indicated a shift towards dif^t planetary activities. The aim 
is to explore Moon, Mars and Venus and to put man on the moon by 1969.3 


1. D. R» Bates, in fomvord to ‘ Space and Exploration ’ (1959). 

2. Prof. Brierly, ‘ The Law of Nations’, page ajg. 

3. tv. A. Swartworth; ‘ N.AS.A Spurs Worldwide Clo--opcration in Space Research’. 
-American Reporter, 17th January, 1968, page 8. 

4. American Reporter, 31st January, 1968, page >• 

3. Imre Csabafi and Savita Rani,’ The Law ofCelcitialBodiei’ 61. J.I.L.,. April, 1966, page 193. 
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It is remariv'able that landing men on the moon this year has proved to be the 
greatest and most daring scientific feat yet in history. This great achievement 
of the United States has been hailed around the world as a triumph for all mankind, 

^ Eight days of triumph for manking ”, as one newspaper described the Apollo 
11 mission, had a fitting climax on 24th July when the men who left their mark on 
the moon returned to earth in the view of a global television audience and a well 
done reception from President Richard M. Nixon. ® He termed their moon expedition 
as the greatest work in the history of the w'orld since creation and said that as a resul^ 
of what happened in this week the world is bigger, infinitely.' ' 

The Prime Minister Indira Gandhi paid tribute to the spai e men and said 
‘‘Armstrong and Aldrin, who walked on the moon, are delegates of the irrepres- 
sible spirit or man the spirit which discovered fire and thought, song and science, 
the spirit which crosses oceans on a bundle^ of reeds and leaps from one celestial 
body to another in a small vehicle of its own making.” She further added; “Let us 
direct this power of man which soars starward into strengthem'ng the bonds of 
peace and brotherhood on earth."® 

The triumphs of human spirit over nature by means of space instrumentalities 
tend to revolutionize the thinking of men on cur planet. The launching of thi 
maiden sputnik vas considered to be the begiiming of new chaUenges. new problems 
and new prospects for human civihzation. The launthing of earth satellites and 
space rockets has it repercussions on International Law. A new concept has evolved 
the ‘Law of Outer Space’® 

Space research has slowly advanced from the stage of exploration of outer space 
to that of military exploitation. The conqueror of space may become the conqueror 
of the whole universe. Thus there started race and rivalry between the Space 
Powers. As a result, international jurists contemplated fear of cosmic war.^® 
Outer space would be one more arena for virulent forms of nationalism, powerfully 
reinforced by the clash of ideologies, suspicions, ever greater militarism and perhaps 
in the end world w’ar third. 

The advent of space exploration gave rise to a number of problems, such as the 
limits of national sovereignt}' in outer space above a country s territory and its 
territorial waters : liability for the damage or injury, and even such highly proble- 
matic questions as to the correct behaviour to be adopted towards any living beings, 
.which man might meet on the moon.^- Dr. Jenks classifying such problems in 
three groups also termed, relations with intelligent life encountered in other worlds^ 
as one of the remote problems.’® 

■ Moreover, the problem.^ such as definition of Outer Space, the limit of Air 
Space, fixing of boundaiy line between the rivo the formulation of law applicable t o- 

6. .American Reporter, end August, igCg, page 5. • 

7. Hid. 

S. National Herald, send Julj, 1969. page to. 

9. G. Osnitslaj-a; * Legal Aspects ofthc conquest of Space ’ Rcticu of Conlczaporarj Latr^ 
December, 1960, page 51. 

to. B. Cheng; • Tlic United Nation* and Outer Space ’ 14, C.L.P., page e4. 

It, Bloomfield: ‘Outer Space and International Co.operation’, International Organisation, 
Summer 1065, page 605. 

IS. G. Osnitsimt-a, /ac, at. pp. 51-5S. 

13. * Common Law of Mankind ’, (1938) pages 388-401. 
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outer space and the problem of compensation to third states are also knocking at 
t he doors of jurists for their best and just solutions. 

After the achievement by the United States in the field of space exploration, the- 
problem of sovereignty over moon is apt to rise as the space men have marked their 
footprints on the soil of the moon for the first time in the history of mankind and^ 
have placed the flag of the United States on the moon. Time alone can show 
whether American Government will stake a claim of sovereignty over moon by the- 
well-kno\vn theory of Flag sjmbol in international law. 

The present article is an attempt to examne the cardinal problem of sovereignty 
in its different aspects. The main questions in this sphere are as to how far State 
sovereignty extends in Outer Space ? What is Outer Space ? What are the criteria 
to limit territorial Air Space in Outer Space ? Where does Outer Space begin from ?' 
Where should a boundary line between Air Space and Outer Space be drawn ? 
What are the views of International Jurists in this respect ? What are the views off 
Space Powers on this issue ? What does the state practice, if any, of the United 
States, the Soviet Union and the smaller countries show ? How far International 
Space Treaty has solved the problem in qu^tion ? How far has the United Nations 
succeeded in keeping Outer Space and Celestial Bodies immune from the concept 
of State sovereignty ? 

The Space age may be taken to have commenced on 4th October, 1957, when 
the first satellite was launched by the Soviet Union and since then a number of satel- 
lites have followed. The United States has w'on the space race to the moon. It is 
expected that w'hatever benefits will come from the moon programme, they will 
reach every nation of the world and would prove to be to the advantage of the whole 
mankind. The space research is going on and other planets are also the object of it, 
more particularly the Mars. 

Before the day when the flight above the earth’s surface became a reality it was 
generally believed that Air Space was free for peaceful uses. Grotius refers' inci- 
dently to the air and seems to suggest that in his opinion it should be linked to open 
sea and be incapable of appropriation.^^. 

The opposite view is that the subjacent state has an absolute right of sovereignty 
over the entire superincumbent aerial domain without regard to height, Some- 
writers maintain the general principle of the freedom of air< : some others allow the. 
subjacent state a certain right of control for purposes of protection and conservation 
upto a certain height or inverting the order maintain the right of control for purposes 
of conservation as the general rule subject to the right of iimocent passage. Among 
the exponents of this view are, Eauchile, Rolland,. Garies, Oppenheim and many 
others. Perhaps a majority of recent writers adopt this general view of the right oT 
the states over Air space. The Air space is within the sovereignty of the state 
subject to a servitude of innocent passage for foreign civil but not military air craft. ^ ' 
But these theories as to Air space ha%e tended to become outmoded in recent times- 
The concept of full and absolute sovereignty of each state in the Air space above its 
territories found universal agreement after the First World War.ts 
? — — — 

14. Oppenheim; ‘International Law’, Vol. t, page 517. 

15. J- W. Garner, ‘ Recent developments in International Law ’ (1925), page 145. 

16. J. yV’. Gamer: Icc. cit., page 147. 

17. Oppenheim, loc. cit. p. 518. 

18. Kulm: 34, A.J.I.L. (1904) page, 104. 

S 3—2 
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An appreciable amount of literature on space law has considered the question of 
the extent of sovereignty as a cardinal problem of the da 3 '. As a point of departure 
for such discussion is usually the existing law relating to sovereignty in the Air 
«pace under the provisions of the municipal legislation of at least fifty countries 
and under the terms of International Conventions concluded at Paris (1919) and 
Chicago (1944) it is recognized that a State has complete and exclusive sovereignty 
•over the Air Space above its territorj'.-® This recognition has crystah'zed into a 
rule of customary International Law. However, the difficulty is to determine the 
meaning and extent of the word 'Air space’ on which the question of sovereignty 
•depends. 


The Opinion of International Jurists as to criteria to determine Boundary 
Line between Air Space and Outer Space. 

One school of thought interprets Air Space in terms of ‘ aerodj'namic lift’ and 
anaintains that a State may claim sovereignty over the height upto which air craft 
can ascend. Cooper points out “ After many years of careful research, I am 
convinced that the term ‘ Aii Space’ as used in Paris Convention, was there meant 
to include only those parts of the atmosphere above the surface of the earth where 
gaseous air is sufficiently found dense to support balloons and airplanes, the only 
type of aircraft then in existence.” Such height would be not more than 20 miles. 
As far as performance of the existing conventional aircraft is guide to the defim’tion of 
Air Space, the term ‘ Jet’ which makes more efficient use of air as is available, can 
breathe at greater height than jet or piston engined aircraft, but 25 miles is probably 
the outside limit of effective aerodynamic lift. 

This theory stems from a recognition of the fact that until the launching of the 
first sputnik, customary and conventional law of the air had been developed exclu- 
•sively in relation to flight of aircraft and that despite the flight of a few V. 2’s prior 
to the drafting of the Chicago Convention, the existence of rockets and satellites in 
the Air Space had neither been provided for nor envisaged. 

The merits of such a common sense approach are quite evident. However, 
it fails to offer a sufficiently precise criterion for drawing^the line in Air Space and is 
rendered less useful by the hybrid craft as the X-15 which possesses characteristics 
of both, aircraft and spacecraft and can attain a height of upto 47 miles.-® 'It 
is also unlikely that States will be content to restrict their claims to sovereignty to 20 
miles when they might claim substantially more without unduly interfering with 
exploration of outer space by other States. Thus a State might claim the lowest 
height at which it was possible to put a satelfite into orbit (about 70-100 miles.)®* 

Other factors which might induce a State to claim sovereignty above 20 miles 
would be the increasing ability of States to exercise effective control over greater 


ig. Halcy, ‘Survey oflcgal opinion on Extra Terrestrial Jurisdiction’ Proceedings of HI CoIIo. 
<3uium on the Law of Outer Space (i960) pages 54-87. 

20. Chicago Convention (1944) Article 1. 

® •• J. P. Mcmahon, ‘ Legal aspect? of Outer Space * B.Y.I.L. (1962), page 340. 

22. Cooper, ‘ Flight, Space and the Satellites ’ I.C.L.Q,. (1958) pages 82-91. 

23 ' * Draft Code of Rules on Exploration and Uses of Outer Space ’ in David Davies Memorial 
Institute of International Studies (1962) page 8. Survey of I-egal Opinion on Extra Terrestrial 
Jurisdiction Proceedings of III Colloquim on the Law of Outer Space (1960). page 38. 

24. Utd page 6. , 
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ieights and that Air Space only begins to lose its character as a continuous medium 
when a height of 50-55 miles is reached-^. 

A number of writers invoking what they call the natural interpretation maintain 
that Air Space is synonymous with ‘ atmospheric space’ and includes any space where 
air is to be found. This approach has been suggested by Professor Goedhuis in his 
article ‘ Some trends in political and legal thinking on the conquest of Space’ published 
in April, 1962. Writers who share the opinion of the writer of this artticle that Air 
Space in the International Conventions and National Laws, is synonymous with 
atmospheric space, include Mayer, W.H. Prince of Hanover, Aaronson, Jenks, Pepin 
and Cheng. 1 

The above approach which seeks to interpret Air Space in terms of atomosphere 
rather than in terms of aircraft, is open to several criticisms. 

(а) One cannot place exclusive emphasis on the natural meaning of the 
word ‘Air Space’ without any reference to the actual context in which the word has 
been used for the past 40 years. Fitzmaurice points out that particular words and 
phrases are to be given their normal, natmal and unstrained meaning in the context 
in which they occur. It can only be displaced by direct evidence that the terms used 
.are to be understood in another sense than the natural and ordinary one.- The 
context in which the word was employed during this period in International Conven- 
tions, Customary and National Legislation, clearlyindicates that it was used in rela- 
tion to the flight of aircraft. To extract the term Air Space from such a context and 
to inflate it to prevent height upto the h'mit of the atmosphere is to give it wholly 
an artificial meaning. 

(б) The natural geographical links are not necessarily juridical links, even 
though a natural link may sometmes be one factor, inter alia, for putting for%vard a 
claim to sovereignty, for example the territorial sea and the continental Shelf.® 

(c) As traces of air may be found in the atmosphere upto 10,000 miles, 
where is one to draw the fine?. If such a theory allows the line to be drawn any- 
where between 100 and 10,000 miles, it becomes so accommodating that it ceases to 
have any recogm'zable identity. 

(d) Such an approach implies that every satellite that has been launched vio- 
Jated and continues to violate the Air Space over every country through which it 
passes. Yet not one State has protested or reserved its position on this matter; 
on the contrary both individually and collectively, they have propounded the view 
that outer space is free for the use of all states and its exploration is not to be 
paralysed by the veto of any one State.'* 

A third approach, representing an even more exaggerated view than the one 
above maintains that State sovereignty extends 'asque ad infinittan:^ 

Such a ■view may be more accurately characterised as ‘ usque ad absurdufii’ 
as Dr. Jenks submitted that the upward extent of territorial sovereignty is not un- 
limited. He rightly observed the difficulties: “ There are, however, more fundamental 

25. G. Halex>-, ‘ Sun-ey of legal opinion ’ loc. cit. p. 6. 

1. J. F. Mcmohan, loc. cit. B.Y.I.L. 1962, page 341. 

2. ‘ The Law and the Procedure of the l.C.J. ’ B.Y.I.L. (1957), page 21 1. 

3. Lautcrpacht, ‘ Soverieignty over Submarine Areas ’ 27 B.U.I.L. (1950) pages 385, 386. 

4. J. F. Mcmahon, loc. cit. page 342. 

5. Milde, ‘ Considerations on legal problems of space above National Territory ’ reprinted in 
X^cgal Problems of Space Exploration — A sjTnposium, page iioy* 
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difficulties. The first is that any projection of territorial sovereignty into space 
beyond the atmosphere would be inconsistent with the basic astronomical facts. 
The revolution of the earth on its axis, its rotation around the sun and the motions 
of the sun and planets through the galaxy, all require that relationship of particular 
sovereignties on the surface of the earth to space beyond the atmoshphere is never 
consistent for the smallest conceivable fraction of time, such a projection into space 
of ^ sovereignties based on particular areas of the earth’s surface would ^ve us a 
series of adjacent irregularly shaped cones with a constantly changing content. 
Celestial bodies would move in and out of these cones all the time. In these cir- 
cumstances the concept of space cone of sovereignty is meaningless and dangerous, 
abstraction. The second difficulty is that missiles, space stations and space ships 
moving in space would be constantly changing their positions in relation to subjacent 
territorial sovereignties at such high speed that whatever relationship of control might 
subsist between earth and such objects in space would have no territorial aspect 
analogous to the control exerted by a State in its Air Space or territorial waters — 
by reason of the astronomical facts — space beyond the atmosphere of the earth is 
and must always be ‘ a res extra commercimi’ incapable of appropriation by the- 
projection into such space of any particular sovereignty based on a fraction of the 
earth’s surface.”® 

Thus this view is contrary to astronomical facts and it is also contrary to any 
meaningful concept of sovereignty and contrary to State practice.^ 

Some thinkers namely. Cooper® and Kopal® proceeding by the analogy to the 
law of the sea, suggest the drawing of several lines rather than one. It has been, 
proposed that a State should exercise full sovereignty upto the height to which air- 
craft can ascend ; that then there should be a second area of upto 300 miles, designated 
as a ‘ continguous zone’ and allowing for a right of transit through this zone for all 
non-military flight instrumentalities and that finally there should be Outer Space- 
free to all. More recently it has been suggested^® that there be established a 
‘ neutral zone’ between the upper limits of Air Space and the lower limits of Outer 
Space to be known as ‘ Neutrah'a’ in which the right of iimocent passage would be 
recognized. Such an attempt to divide space up into sectors and zones would seem 
to be too impracticable and artificial to commend itself. 

Many other proposals have also been made. They suggest more or less arbit- 
rary criteria. One may note the suggestion that sovereignty should extend as far 
out as the subjacent State could exercise effective control, 

This theory is open to certain criticisms. The main one levelled against it is that 
imder this theory there would be not one single boundary but several boundary Imes^ 
since some States were more technically proficient than others and secondly that the 
boundary would keep going up as science ad ded new techniques for controlling spac e 

6. Dr. Jenks, ‘ International Law and Activities in Space ’ 5 I.C.L.Q.. pages 103-104. 

Dr. Jenks, Common Law ofXIanfcind ‘ pages 3B9-390. 

7. T.'F. Mcmahon, loc, cit. pages 342-343. 

8. * Legal problems of upper space * Proceedings of American Society of International La^\', 195^ 
page 91. 

9. * Sovereignty of States and the legal status of Outer Space* Legal problems of space cxplora^ 
tion — Arj-mposium, page iiaa. 

10. Hyman, ‘ Sovereignty over Space ’ III Colloquium on the I-aw of Outer Spact^ p2gc 33. 
Ncwj'ork Times, i6th April, ig6i. 

11. Kovalev and Gheprov, ‘ArtiGcial Satellites and International Law.’ The Soviet Year 
book of International Law (1968) Summary in English, pp. 145-148. 
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activities: For these reasons the proposals seems unlikely to be acceptable to many 
States 

The next proposal suagesting a slight modified criterion has been advocated 
that?the so-Llled Karman Jurisdiction fine which would extend upto abjjut 53 
mL Haley observed, “ As practical guide for space age, the weight of authority 

^ ’ Mciirp of the sort I have termed the Karman PnmaryJunsdictionLme- 

™ Msdicioa boundary Tails approrimately 275,000 feat 
(S to 1 wtoe an object trayelling at 25,000 feet (7 to.) per second loses ae ^7' 
S^bft and centrifugal force takes over, the resulOng boundary Ime nould be 

proposal is that instead of drawing a demarcatiop line 
Air S^S a^dOmer Space, there should be one doctrme, namely freedom of all 

inclusive space subject to agreed restrictions. 

A more sensible approach would be the suggestion that a State should only 

ener— gntyoJtha.^^^^^^ 

r be behveen 70 and 100 miles 
The «= 

smee the jjy reconciled with claims to sovereignty upto the height 

^Sly^aS? or Ln upto 70 miles. This view may be taken as a reasonable 

^ v tEfories nre-suppose that a demarcation line must be drawn 
Most of the determine where. However the General 

somewhere in v requested the U.N. Committee on the Peaceful 

Assembly of the Uni e , definition of Outer Space. This issue was included 
Uses of outer Space of the U.N. Committee 

in the agenda of the Geneva in 1967 in accordance with a 

on the Peaceful uses Outer 

suggestion made by . -^ggsed that the countries should have a clear idea 

Space, the French represen extra-terrestrial space. He said that the defini- 

?‘"%'Sr1S:^yrdSrr« --"‘7 and at 

rh°sLe time sLuld not hamper their space exploration efforts. 

Thetoiandelegam^dthata^banon^^^ 

the problem of Space g i , representative pointed out the corn- 

aspects of the issue very carefully^ The^o £,tematioual law experts appeared 

plicated natme of the problem and oteiwedth 

to be holding „oner Lils of a Stat e’s sovereignity in Outer Space.t » 

necessary and possible to set upper umu- 


duu. " ^ 

ri;;:Z:7o..«Sp.cc,ThcAew.«to.te®SA.O=.ober,.960,p.g..,c«dinB.Y^^^^^ 

<1962) page 346- „ „ - ..v, mm the Law of Outer Space, i960, page 40. 
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I.L., Scafurt. ‘Orbital Space Flight under International Law’ Federal Bar Journal 
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At present there are no such limits on State sovereignty in Outer Space. Some 
wjlere while considering the prospects of space law have'offered the most diverse 
criteria for defining Outer Space. While some held he view that the sphere of State 
sovereignty is identical with that of the earth's atmosphere, others have sought to 
identify it wift height that an aircraft or an artificial satellite could reach. Some 
lawyers identify the sphere of State sovereignty^ With the part of space effectively 
controlled hy a State, or with the sphere of earth's gravitation. Having failed to 
find the criteria, physical or technological, necessary for finding a solution to the 
problem of the upper limit of State sovereignty, many' lawy’ers have plainly rejected 
the necessity of setting such a limit at all. Outer Space is not merely' part of the uni- 
verse but a medium where the universe e.\ists and where all celestial bodies are in 
constant movement. In that case one cannot but agree with Albert Einstein that 
Outer Space is a limitless medium in which heavenly bodies moved. 

In such conflicting circumstances it would be reasonable to support the view 
that a State should only exercise its sorereignty over that area whose boundary 
is the lowest altitude at which an artificial satellite may be placed into orbit 
at feast once around the earth. The view is advantageous in the sense that it faJees 
in v’iew the State practice concerning the flights of earth sateflites. 

In order to have clear conception of Outer Space it would be proper to consider 
the views of Space Powers in relation to their State practice. As s mall er countries 
are also involved in this problem their views and practice are quite relevant on the 
question of State sorereignty' in Outer Space. This article presents the views and 
practice of Soviet Union, the United States and other countries. 

The Russian view Poiiu. 

During the first five years of space age the Soviet Space Law developed from a 
collection of principles hastily adopted as a defensive measure against Sosfet Space 
encroachments. = 

Many' of the view pomts discussed above have been advanced and adopted at 
one time or the other by Soviet writers. A new legal posture or difference is apparent 
in almost every' article, for example in the article entitled ‘Artificial Satellites and 
International Law ' where the authors mention (q) A aerodynamic lift, (b) 
Security' and (c) Effective Control, as suitable criteria for determining the sove- 
reignty of State in space. 

The Russian Jurist Korovin in his book viewed that territorial Air Space com- 
prises the atmosphere over the land and waters of a State to an unrestricted heights 
It includes the entire atmosphere, lower layers Cfroposphere) and upper layers 
(stratosphere). States as a rule do not fix any up^-r limit for their Air Space. == 
Professor Korovin observed that the Paris, Chicago and related conventions were in 
applicable to cosmic space and tbatNational Law did not go to that extent and that 
analogies drawn from sea or Air Law were not pertinent either. He insisted that 
all universally accepted rules of Intemational Law, intluding the protection of foreign 

I ■ - “ ^ __ — 

ig. Gcimaily tZhuEov, loc. cit, pages 043.244. 

20. Robert D. Crane, ‘Sovitattitede toward Intematinny SpaceLaw’ A.J.IX. (1962) pages 
685-723. 
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pages 145-149- 

22. ‘ International Eaw page 190. 
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citizens, the ban on the use of force and inter-governmental responsibility for losses 
due to Government action, apply to Outer Space.-® 

On the basis of the criteria expoimded above the first Soviet sputnik would 
have violated an the space of every countiy^ over which it passed. It is not strange 
therefore to read shortly after the launching of the first sputnik, a Soviet article pro- 
pounding that in practice, however, hitherto the question of sovereignty over air 
space has been concerned only with the lower layers of the atmosphere to the 
extent of 20-30 kilometres from the earth, within the limits of maximum ascent 
ceiling of present airplanes, and the Soviet earth satellite does not violate the air 
sovereignty of any State. 

The view basing sovereignty on aerodynamic lift was strongly criticised on the 
ground that it failed to pro\ide an adequate safeguard for State security.-® The 
Soviet jurists Kovalev and Cheprov also affirmed this view and gave importance 
to State security'.^ 

The principle of effective control has also been advanced by the So\aet jurists 
after the flight of the first sputnik justifying the freedom of Outer Space. It has 
its own defects as developed countries might effectively control their Air Space to 
a greater extent than the undeveloped countries with negligible technical resources. 
This riew thus had a very' short lease of life.® 

It would be worth-noting that Soviet writers have been propounding new cri- 
teria and rejecting the old ones. Even the principle of security has now been aban- 
doned in Niew of the fact that State security can only be guaranteed by an inter- 
national agreement prohibiting certain activities in space whenever they occur and 
not by an unlimited extension of State soveteignty’.® 

Zhukov in 1959 wrote, “In any case in my opinion, the extent of State sovereignty 
should not include the space where the first sputnik travelled the majority of the 
authors stand, more correctly in my view, for a limited interpretation of the notion 
of ‘Air Space'. Some consider that sovereignty in space ends where the area of satallite 
arbits starts.^" 

The So\’iet Union has reser\'-ed its freedom of action with respect to claims in. 
Outer Space.® It would be submitted that Soviet writers have accepted in the last 
the freedom of Outer Space and rejected extensive projection of State sovereignty into- 
Ouler Space. 

The representatives of the Soviet Government at the meeting of the Legal Sub- 
Committee on Peaceful uses of Outer Space held in Geneva in 1962 appear to have 
come very close to expressing the view that the resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly, recommending that Outer Space and celestial bodies are free for explora- 

23. Quotted by P. K. Kartha, ‘Some Legal Problems concerning Outer Space 3 I.J.I.L. 
(1963) pages 8-9. 

Si. Zadorazhnyi. ‘The Artificial Satellites and International Lats- Republished in' Legal Pro- 
blems ofSpace Exploration — A symposium ’ pages :047-i048. 

25. Osnitskaya, ‘ International Latv- Problems of the Conquest of Space ‘Soviet Year Book ot" 
International Law (1959) pages 63-71. 

1. Kovalev- and Cheprov, loc.cit, pages 147-148. 

2. Robert D. Crane, loc. cit. p. 690. 

3. Zhukov, ‘Conquest ofOuter Space and Some Problems oflntemational Relations’ Intema- 

national Afimrs (Moscow 1959), pages 88-g6. •' - 

4. Zhukov, loc. cit. published in Legal Problems of Space Exploration — A symposium, page 1083. . 

6- Jessup and Taubenfeld, ‘ Controls for Outer Space ’ (1959) page 219. 
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■lion and use by all States has the force of law. The resolution laid 'down cer- 
tain principles which were binding upon all States with respect to activities in Outern 
'Space. The Soviet Union took her success in Outer Space as an achievement not 
only of the Soviet pjeople but of all mankind. 

Miissian Practice. 

The practice is obvious that the Soviet Union on no occasion sought permission 
'beforehand from those States over which its satellites were to pass and on no occas- 
sion has it protested against the passage of American satellites on Russian territory- 
It is thus clear that State sovereignty does not extend ad infinittan ” and the Soviet 
Union gives way to other States satellites by not claiming its air space to the height 
•where it is possible to place a satellite in orbit as indicated by the Soviet jurists, by 
/Government representatives and by the practice of the Soviet Government. 

The above mentioned view has been realBrraed by the Soviet Union adopting 
the Resolution 1962 (XVUl) indicating that Outer Space and Celestial bodies are 
from for exploration and use by all States." 

The declaration was welcomed as the first chapter in the book of Space Law. 
It was felt necessary to embody the principles contained therein in a binding treaty. 
Thus the draft treat}' agreed upon in the Sub-committee was approved by the ge- 
neral Assembly in a unanimously adopted Resolution 2222 (XII) of 19th December, 
•1966.8 • 

The treaty provides that Outer Space including the Moon and other celestial 
rbo(h‘es shall be free for exploration and use by all States w’ithout discrimination of 
.any kind on a basis of equality. 8 

Therefore the Space treaty has established that Outer Space and Celestial bodies 
.are not subject to control and sovereignty of any one State. As the Soviet Union 
•is one of the parties to the present treaty, her intention seems clear on this point. 

The American View Point. 

The silence of the Governments of the world on the question of sovereignty 
.and other questions relating to rights in Outer Space has vanished. The view of 
the American Government is embodied in various statements of Mr. Loftu Becker 
-during his legal advisership of the U. S. Government, Thus his statements 
before a number of congressional committees may be worth considering. 

Mr. O. J. Lissitzyn^^ in his article has critically examined his statements. The 
legal position indicated by" Mr. Becker seems to be designed mainly to reserve for 
-the United States the greatest possible' bargaining in any future ’ negotiation on 
Outer Spare. In the first place the author has given a summary of statements and 
-then levelled certain criticisms against the statements. One of the striking features 
.of his statements is that they lend no support to the suggestions that Outer Space 
is ‘ Res Communis' which like the high seas' is incapable of being appropriated 
.by any State. On the other hand there is little indication that the Um'led States has 
.recognized no limit to its sovereignty. - 

I 

6. G. A. Resolution 1721 (XVI) eoth December, 1961. 

7. XJ. N. Resolution 1962 (XVTII) tstli December, 1963. 

8. M. Chandra Shekharan, * The Space Treaty ’ VII, I.J.I.L. 1967. page 61 . 

9. - The Space Treaty (Article i). International Legal Materials, Vols. V. November igGG, 
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The suggestion that the United States^as akeady engaged in activities in Outer 
Space which might serve as the foundation for a claim of sovereignty is not consistent 
with the suggestion that the Air Space as distinct from Outer Space subject to the 
sovereignty of the United States may extend 10,000 miles upward, for as Mr. Becker 
recogmzed all of the satellites upto the time of his remarks, had been orbiting below 
this altitude, and there is no information indicating that the United States had 
engaged in any activities in the space above 10,000 miles The two suggestion 
are thus divergent. 

If Mr. Becker’s view is accepted then as the United States and the Soviet Union 
are only engaged in such activities in what may be regarded as Outer Space, the same 
ought to le divided in between these two Powers only.^" 

The analogy drawn by Mr. Becker between Antarctica and Outer Space is not 
altogether convincing. There are some clear out differences betNveen the two con- 
cepts.^® However, the present view of the United States is that Outer Space shall 
be used for scientific and peaceful purposes. This view has been confirmed by the 
U. S. Government by adopting the Resolutions 1721 (XVI), 1962 (XVIII) and 1884 
(XIH). ^ . 

The U. S. Deputy Secretary of State for International Organizations AffakSj 
recognized that the boundary line between Air Space and Outer Space was still un- 
determined. However, he stated that it was the general view that the satellites so 
far placed in orbit have been operating in Outer Space. In other words it would 
seem to imply that the boundary line would be drawn below the height at which it 
was possible to place a satellite in orbit. 

Mr. Johnson (then Senator) expressed the same view, Today the space is free. 
It is unscattered by conflict. No nation holds a concession there. It must remain 
this way”.^® 

Mr. Plimson speaking before the Committee on Peaceful Uses of Outer Space 
observed, “ We have rejected the concept of national sovereignty in Outer Space 
No Moon, no planet shall ever fly a single nation’s flag.”^® 

The most important proposal made by the then President Eishenhower before 
the General Assembly needs careful consideration. He proposed, 

1. I agree that the celestial bodies are not subject to national appropriation 
by any claim of sovereignty. 

2. We press forward with a programme of international co-operation for 
constructive peaceful uses of Outer Space under the United Nations. 

Those prindples have been established by, way of resolutions of the General 
Assembly of the United Nations. Under the ckcumstances to put the claims of 
sovereignty in Outer Space in the marmer adopted by Mr. Becker is to help to 
demonstrate the absurdity of claims of national sovereignty in Outer Space. 

r- — -- ■ — 
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Mr. Jolinson, the former President remarked, “ It is underscored by the fact 
that in the earb’est days of space age, the United States formally insisted that the 
exploration of space should be a joint adventure of nations with the express objective 
of fostering peaceful uses. This has been and continues to be our position in word 
and deed. He further said, “ It is my conviction that space can be mankind’s first 
real avenue to peace by giving all men and all nations a common self interest and 
joint adventure.”!® 

Consequently the current views sound that the United States also does not pro- 
ject its claim of sovereignty infinitely. An International Space treaty has been con- 
cluded to which the United States is one of the parties. It provides that Outer Space 
including moon and other celestial bodies, is not subject to national appropriation 
by claim of sovereignty, by means of use or occupation, or by any other means. It 
further provides that the exploration and use of Outer Space including the moon and 
other celestial bodies shall be carried out for the benefit of and in the interest of all 
countries, irrespective of their degree of economic or scientific development, 'ind shall 
be the province of all mankind. Outer Space including the moon and other celes- 
tial bodies, shall be free for exploration and use by all States without discrimination 
of any kind.=® 

. Thus the treaty gives recognition to the principle of sovereign equah'ty of States 
and categorically eliminates all possibility of discrimination.-! 

It would be proper to consider the recent triumph of the United States in order to 
conclude the practice of the Space Power in discussion. The United States has plant- 
ed its flag on the surface of the moon. It has sent its citizens on the moon according 
to scheduled programme. The question arises whether the United States may change 
its position on the issue of claim of sovereignty. 

The Space men have left a message on the moon which is very appreciable and 
suggestive of intention of the Government of the United States. The message 
reads “ Here men from the planet earth, first set foot upon the moon, July, 
1969. We came in peace for all mankind.” 

The message suggests that the United States does not intend to claim sovereignty 
over the moon but the success of the United States is to be treated as the success of 
the whole mankind. The message bears the signature of the President of the 
United States which suggests that the message is an authoritative one and it embodies 
the clear intention of the U.S. Government. 

’ The message is in accordance with the provisions of the Space Treaty. It is 
expected that all nations will comply with the provisions of the treaty in the same 
spirit as the United States has complied with it at a very critical moment when it is in 
position to claim sovereignty over the moon. It has been reported that the first 
men on the moon, Neil Armstrong and Edwin Aldrin did not claim the moon for the 
United States. 

'Practice and VicK's of other States. 

Since December 1958, when the debate in the political Committee of the U.N. 
General Assembly was held a majority of the states expressed that Outer Space did 

r— ■ — I — — — ' ^ ~ 
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not bslong to any one state. The debate further showed the complexity of problems 
with regard to Outer Space. The international character of Outer Space as ‘ Res 
Communis OmnharC seems to have been generally accepted. and this has subse- 
quently been confirmed by the unanimous adoption of Resolution 1721 (XVI) both 
in the Political Committee of the Um’tcd Nations and in the General Assembly stating 
that Outer Space is to be free for exploration and use by all States.^s 

Some representatives pointed out that Outer Space, unlike the Seas, which are 
finite in nature, was indivisible and hence not subject to national sovereignty. 
Delegates of several small nations cited the lack of protest at the passage overhead of 
the Russian and American satellites as proof of the non-existence of national sove- 
reignty at these altitudes. ^ 

For instance, the representative of Iran stated in the first Committee of the 
General Assembly, thus, “ Furthermore, lack of objection of any State to the free 
orbiting of satellites seems to be a tacit acknowledgment that territorial sovereignty 
does not extend beyond any State's own ‘ Air Space’. These developments point 
towards the possibility of abiding by the rule of ‘ Res Communis Omnium' in Outer 
Space and the free use of Outer Space by all states. Certain analogies may be drawn 
from the law of Sea. Air Law and the Law of polar regions. Such analogies may be 
useful only in that they provide a general pattern for action ; it would, of course, 
be a mistake to push them too far in their technicalities.” “ 

The concept that Outer Space was 'Res Nuilices’ and therefore subject to acquisi- 
tion, was rejected by several representatives of smaller nations who termed the appro- 
priation of Outer Space or heavenly bodies, impossible or atleast improper, while 
others argued that, the space, the moon and other heavenly bodies were owned or 
belonged to or were the common demain or common property of all nations and all 
peoples. 

The delegate of Canada suggested that while Outer Space rm'ght belong to the 
world as a whole, jurisdiction over Outer Space and its contents was properly in the 
United Nations. ^ The Italian delegate asserted that Outer Space belonged to aU 
the states of the world and that it was equally the property of all other communities 
of thinking and organized beings living on other planets.^ 

Most of those who discussed this point noted that rights of free use by aU would 
be feasible only under international control due to danger to the rest of the world of 
abuse of such rights.® 

The representative of Peru insisted that there should be jurisdiction of the inter- 
national community in Outer Space and over celestial bodies. He observed, “ So 
that I am going beyond the theory of ‘ Res Communis', to the theory of the jurisdic- 
tion of international community, I know full well that this jurisdiction must be ex- 
pressed in the stipulation of a treaty.”® 

24. U.N.Doc.A/G i/P.V. I2t3, page i6, 13th December, 1958 (Austria) Reporting on 
debate in the First Cemmittee, page 615. 

25. G. A. Resolution 1721 (XVI) 20th December, 1961. 

1. Statements bj the delegates of Austria, Chile, Iran, Netherlands, Peru and Sweden cited in 
3, I.J.I.L. 1963 pages 9-10. 

2. U. N. Doc. A/G i/P.V. 1213, page 16. 

3. The representatis e of Canada, S.R. 989, page 9. 

4. Italv, S.R. 982, page 10. 

5. Austria, Australia, Canada, Ital) , Peru, and Yogoslavia, cited in 3, I.J.I.L. 1963 page 10 

6. U. N. Doc. A/G l/P.V. 121 1, pages 46-51, cited in 3, I.J.I.L. 1963, page 10. ’ ^ 
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The United Kingdom has shown her willingn^s by adopting the Resolution 1 721 
<XV]0 maintaimng that the Outer Space and Celestial Bodies arc free for exploration 
and use by all- states in confinnity with Internatinal Law and arc not subject to 
national appropriation.^ 

; Consequently one might find that the statements by the delegates of Great 
Britain, Argentina, Australia, Ital}’, Peru, Poland, Iran, Spain. Brazil, Sweden, Cuba, 
•Yogoslavia, Austria, France, Japan and Canada who have unanimously adopted the 
Resolution 1721 (XVI; maintaining that Outer Space is free for use of all States and 
'is not subject to appropriation by one State, are to the same efiect. 

The practice of States is also obvious when they adopted the R«olution 1962 
(XVIII) on 13th December, 1963 which rc-affirmed and restated with sh’ght modifi- 
cations the principles promulgated in the Resolution 1721 (XVT). Thus claims of 
sovereignty in Outer Space and Celestial Bodies arc not recognized by these smaller 
States too. It is also affirmed that Outer Space and Celestial Bodies should be 
explored for the betterment of whole mankind and benefit of all States irrcspecth-e 
of their economic and scientific developments. “ The conference of eminent lawj’ers 
of 108 countries has recommended the United Nations control over Outer Space.”® 

The problem of sovereignty seems however, to have been solved since an Inter- 
national Space Treaty has been concluded providing that there shall be freedom of 
exploration and use of Outer Space and Celestial Bodies for all States on a basis of 
equality barring the claims of sovereignty and national appropriation.* 

From the fact that the United States had landed its citizens on the moon with the 
message that they have gone there for all mankind, it becomes clear that the conqueror 
of the new planet intends not to claim sovereignty over the moon and this attitude 
is consistent with the spirit of the Space Treaty and in consonance with the world 
opinion. It is expected that the Space Powers will comply with the provisions of 
the Space Treaty to keep the balance of power in the world arena of today. 


7. Hansard, House of Lords debates, Vbl. SI 6, Col. 975 ;Houss of Conmioas debates, Vol. 
653, Cols. 195-193. 

8. ‘ Changed Pattern of International Law' Ia-w)-cr, Februar)', 1966, page 18. 

■g.' International Legal Materials, Vol. V, Xos-ember, 1966, pages iiog-t tt2. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction). 

Pkesekt J. M. Sheiat and V. BhargavAj JJ. 

Town Municipal Council^ Athani . . Appellant* 

V. 

The Presiding Officer^ Labour Courts Hubli and others etc. . . Respondents. 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947)^ section 33-G (2) and the Minimum Wages Act 
{XI of 1948), section 20 (1) — Interpretation — Claim for wages for overtime and for 
payment for work done on days of rest — JVb dispute as to. rates — Applications under section 
33-C (2) — Jurisdiction of ike Labour Court, if barred by the remedy under section 20. (1) 
of the Minimum Wages Act. 

Limitation Act {XXXVI of 1963), section 137 and third division of the Schedule— Interpreta- 
tion — ^Ejusdem generis — Meaning of the word “other — Other Articles in the third 
division has reference to apblications under Civil Procedure Code with the exception of 
applications under the Arbitration Act and also under the Criminal Procedure Code — 
Applications to be to Courts to be governed by the Articles in the third division and not to 
Industrial 'Tribunal or Labour Court, 

The language used in section 20 (1) of the Minimum Wages Act shows that the 
Authority appointed under that provision of law is to exercise jurisdiction for 
deciding claims which relate to rates of wages, rates for payment of work done on 
days of rest and overtime rates.' If there be no dispute as to rates between the 
employer and the employees, section 20 (I) would not be attracted. The purpose 
of section 20 (1) seems to be ensure that the rates prescribed trader the Minimum 
Wages Act are complied with by the employer in making payment and, if any 
attempt is made to make payments atlower rates, the workmen are given the right 
to invote the aid of the Authority appointed undCT section 20 (1). In cases 
where there is no dispute as to rates of wages, and the only question is whether a 
particular payment at the agreed rate in respect of mi n i m u m wages, overtime or 
work on off-days is due to a workman or not, the appropriate reniedy is provided 
in the Payment of Wages Act; If thc'payment is withheld beyond the time per- 
mitted by the Payment of Wages Act even on the ground that the amount claimed 
by the \vorkman is not due, or if the amount claimed by the workman is not paid 
on the ground that deductions are to be made by the employer, the employee can 
seek his remedy by aa application under section 15 (t) of tlie Payment nf Wages 
Act. In cases where section 15 of the Payment of Wages Act may not provide 
adequate remedy, the rernedy can be sought either under section 33-G of the 
Industrial Disputes Act or by raising an industrial disputes trader the' Act and 
having it decided under the various provisions of that Act. In, these circumstances. 


* CA.Nos. 170 toT73 of 1968. 


204 H^ch; 1969. 
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the contention on behalf of the appellant that section 20 (1) of the IvCnimum 
Wages Act should not be interpreted as intended to cover all claims in respect of 
inmimum wages or overtime payment or payment for days of rest even though 
there may be no dispute as to the rates at which those payments are to he claimed 
could no* be accepted. It is true that, imder section 20 (3), power is given to the 
Authority dealing with an application under section 20 to direct payment of 
the actual amount found due ; but this is only an incident?! power granted to that 
Authority, so that tlje direr tion^ made by the Authority under section 20 11) m:y 
be effectively carried out and there may' not be unnecessary multiplicity of pro- 
ceedings, The power to make orders for payment of actual amount due to an 
employee under section 20 (3) cannot, therefore, be interpreted as indicating that 
the jurisdiction to the Authority under section 20 (1) has been given for the pur- 
pose of enforcement of payment of amounts and not for the purpose of ensuring 
compliance by the employer with the various rates fixed under that Act. 


In the present case there ivas no -dispute relating to the rates. It is true that, 
in their applications, the workmen did plead the rates at which their claims had 
to be computed ; but itsras nowhere stated that those rates were being disputed 
by the appellant. Even in the pleadings put forward on behalf of tiie appellant 
as incorporated in’ the order of the Labour Goxut, there -vs-as no pleading th?t the 
claims of the workmen were payable at a rate different from the rates claimed by 
them. The only question that arose was ■whether there were any rates at all 
fixed imder the Minimum Wages Act for- overtime and for payment for ivork 
done on days of rest. Such a question does not relate to a dispute as to the rates 
enforceable between the parties so that the remedy under section 20 (1) of the 
Minimum Wages Act could not have been sought by the applicants in any of 
these application. No question can therefore arise of the jurisdiction of the 
Labour Court to entertain these application under section 33-C (2) of the Act 
being barred because of the provisions of the Minimum Wages Act. 


The language of Article 137, Limitation Act, 1963 is only slightly different from 
that of the earlier Article 181 inasmuch as when prescribing the three years period 
of limitation the fiirst column giving the description of the application reads as 
«c other application for which no period of limitation is provided elsewere in 
this division.” In fact, the addition of the srord “other ” between the words 
' anv ” and “ application” -svould indicate that the Legislature sranted to mate it 

_ ' « . Ifti r\f r\^ lOflQ 



This word “ other ” implies a reference to earfier articles and, consequently’, in 
interpreting this article, regard must be had to the provisions contained in all the 
earlier articles. The other articles in the third division to the schedule refer to 
applications imder the Civil Procedure Code, with the exception of application 
imder the Arbitration Act and also in two cases applicatiom imder the Criminal 
Procedure Code. The effect of introduction in the third division of the schedule 
w^fn-pnee to applirations under the Arbitration Act in the old Limitation Act 
has alreadv been considered in the case of SAa Mulchand & Co., Ltd., (1953) S.C.J. 
68 On the same principle, it must be held that even tlie further alteration 
made in the articles contained in the third division of the schrfule to the new 
Limitation Act containing references to applications under the Criminal Procedure 
C^Tannot be held to have materially altered the scope of tlic residuary Article 
137 which deals with other applications. It is not possible to hold that the inten- 

lion of the Legislature ivas to drasticaUy alter the scope of this amcle so as to 
include ivithm it aU applications, irrespective of the fact whether they had any 

reference to the Civil Procedure Code. 


This point may be looked at from another angle also. When th is Court earlier 
held th^ all the articles in the third division to the schedule, mcluding Article 181 
of the Limitation Act of 1908 governed applications under the Civil Procedure 
Code only, it cferly'implied'that th^e applications must be presented to a Court 
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governed by the Civil Procedure Code. Even the applications under the Arbitra- 
tion Act that were included within the third division by amendment of Articles 
158 and 178 were to be presented to Comrts -^vhose proceedings were governed 
by the Cml Procedure Code. At best^ the further amendment now made enlarges 
the scope of the third division of the schedule so also to incmde some applications 
presented to Courts governed by the Criminal Procedure Code. One far tor at 
least remains constant and that is that the applications must be to Courts to be 
governed by the articles in this division. The scope of the various articles in this 
division carmot be held to have been so enlarged as to include within them applica- 
tions to bodies other than Courts, such as a quasi-judicial tribrmal, or even an 
esecutrve authoritv*. An Industrial Tribunal or a Labour Court dealing with 
applications or references under the Act are not Courts and they are in no way 
governed eirher by the Civil Procedure Cede or the Criminal Procedure Code. 
It is difficult, ffierefore, to accept the submission made that this article %vrll apply 
even to applications made to an Industrial Tribunal or a Labour Court. The 
alterations made in the article and in the new Act carmot justify the interpretation 
that even applications presented to bodies, other than Courts, are now to ’ be 
governed for purposes of limitation by Article 137. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 25th 
August, 1967 of the Mysore High Coirrt in Writ Petitions Nos: 741, 973, 974 and 975 
of 1956. 

B. Serij Senior Advocate (S. JV. Prasad and R. B. Dattar, Advocates, with 
him), for Appellant (In all the Appeals.) 

jojiardan Sharma, Advocate, for Respondents Nos. 4 to 14 (In C.A.No. 170 of 
1968), Respondents No_s. 4 to 24 and 26 to 53 (In C.A. No. 171 of 1968), Respondent 
No. 4 (In C.A. No. 172 of 1968) and Respondents Nos. 4 to 17 (In C.A. No 173 of 
1968). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Bhargaua. j . — These forxr cormected appeals have been filed, by Special Leave 
by the To^vn Municipal Coimcil, Athani, and are directed against a Common judg- 
ment of the High Court of Mysore in four writ petitions filed by the appellant under 
Article 226 of the Constitution, dismissing, the writ petitions. The circumstances 
in which these appeals have arisen may be briefly stated. 

Four different applications imder section 33-G (2) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act XIV of 1947 (hereinafter referred to as “ the Act ”) svere filed in the Labour 
Court, Hublij by v'arious worknien of the appellant. Application (LCH) No. 139 
of 1965 was filed by eleven workmen on 28th July,1965j seeking computation of their 
claim for overtime work for the period between 1st April, 1955 and 3Ist December 
T957, and for \vork done on weekly off-days for the period betiveen 1st April I955 
and 31st December, 1960. The amoxmt claimed by each ivorkman tvas separately 
indicated in the application imder each head. The total claim of all workmen ^vas 
computed at Rs. 62,420.82 P. according to the -sTOrkmen themselves. The secon"d 
application (LCH) No. 138 of 1965 was presented by 50 workmen on 23rd July, 1955 
putting forward a claim for -svashing allowance at Rs. 36 each from 1st January 
1964 to 30th June, 1965, and cost of uniform at Rs. 40 each from 1st January igM 
to 30th June, 1965 in respect of 18 of those 50 %vorkmen. The third application 
(LCH) No. 101 of 1965 vv-as filed by one workman alone on 19th April, 1965 claim- 
ing a sum of Rs. 8,910. 72P. in respect of his overtime work and' compensation for 
work done on weeHy off-days. The fourth application (LCH) No. 140 of 1965 %vas 
filed on 26th July, 1965 by 14 workmen making a total claim of Rs. 17,302 60 P 
for vmrk done on weekly off-days during the period from 1st December I960 t6 
. 30th June, 1965. 13 of the wor]^en claimed that they were entitled to’pavrneht 
. atRs. 1,190 eachj.while one work man ’s claim tvasto the extent '.of Rs. 1 832 60 P 
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Tlie Labour Court at Hubli entertained all these applications under section 33-C (2) 
of the Act, computed the amounts due to the various workmen who had filed the 
applications, and directed the appellant to make payment of the amounts found 
due. Thereupon, the appellant challenged the decision of tlie Labour Court before 
the High Court of Mysore by four different \vTit petitions under Article 226 of the 
Constitution. The order in Application (LCH) No. 139 of 1965 ssas challenged in 
Writ Petition No. 741 of 1966, that in Application (LCH) No. 138 of 1965 in 'Writ 
Petition No. 973 of 1966 ; tliat in Application (LCH) No. 101 of 1965 in ^Vrit Peti- 
tion No. 974 of 1966 ; and that in Application (LCH) No. 140 of 1965 in l\'rit Peti- 
tion No. 975 of 1966. The principal ground for challenging the decision of the 
Labour Court was that all these amounts could have been claimed by the workmen 
by filing applications under section 20 (1) of the Minimum "Wages Act XT of 
1948 ; and, since that Act ts’as a self-contained Act making provision for relief in 
such cases, the jurisdiction of the Labour Court under the general Act, viz-, the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 was taken away and excluded. It was further pleaded 
that the jurisdiction oftlxe Labour Court to deal Mth the claims under section 20 (1) 
of the Minimum "Wages Act had become time-barred and such claims, svhich had 
become time-barred, could not be entertained by the Labour Court under section 
33-C (2) of the Act. Some other pleas were also taken in the ■writ petitions ■which 
we need not mention as they have not been raised before us. The High Court did 
not accept the plea put fonvard on behalf of the appellant and dismissed the imt 
petitions by a common order, dated 25th August, 1967. These four appeals are 
directed against that comm-on order dismissing thefour writ petitions. Civil Appeals 
Nos. 170, 171, 172 and 173 of 1968 are directed agiinst the order governing IWit 
Petitions Nos. 741 of 1966, 973 of 1966, 974 of 1966 and 975 of 1965 respectively. 

In these appeals in this Court also,''the principal point urged by the learned 
Counsellor tlie appellant was the samew'hich was raised before the High Court in 
the "Writ Petitions, that the jurisdiction of the Labour Court to deal srith the 
claims of the workmen under section 33-G (2) of the Act svas barred by the fact that 
the same relief could have been claimed -by the ss’orkmea under section 20 (1) of 
the Minimum Wages Act. In the course of the arguments, hosvever, learned Counsel 
conceded that he could not press this point in Civil Appeal No. 1 71 of 1968 arising 
out of Writ Petition No. 973 of 1966 rvhich svas directed against the order of the 
Labour Court in Application (LCH) No. 138 of 1965, because the claim in that 
application before the Labour Court was confined to srashing allowance and cost of 
uniform which are items not governed by the Minimum IVages Act at all. His 
submissions have, therefore, been confined before us to the other tliree appeals in 
■vvhich the claim of the workmen was for computation of their benefit in respect of 
overtime work and work done on weekly off-days. 

It may be mentioned tliat the objection to the jurisdiction of tlie Labour Court 
vs'as raised on behalf of the appellant not only in the ivrit petitions before the High 
Court, but even before the Labour Court itself '^vhen that Court took up the hearing 
of the applications under section 33-C (2) of tlie Act. However, the groimd for 
challenging the jurisdiction of tlie Labour Court -was confined to the point mentioned 
by us above. It was not contended eitlier before the Labour Court or in tlie -ssTit 
petitions before the High Court that the applications were not covered by tlie pro- 
wions of section 33-G (2) of the Act. The plea taken s\as that, even though the 
applications could be made under section 33-G (2) of the Act, the jurisdiction of the 
Labour Court to proceed -under that provisions of laiv ivas barred b\’ the provisions 
of the Miiiimum Wages Act. Mr. B. Sen, appearing on behalf of the appellant, 
vmnted permission to raise the question whether these applications before the Labour 
Court ivere at all included irithin the scope of section 33-C (2) of the Act ; but, on 
the objection of learned Counsel for the respondents, the permission sought tras 
refused. As we have mentioned earlier, the jurisdiction of the Labour Court on this 
ground tvas not challenged cither before the Labour Court itself or before the High 
Court. No such ground "was raised even in the Special Leave petition, nor ss-as it 
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raised at any earlier stage by any application.' It was sought to be raised' by Mr. 
Sen for the first time in the course of the arguments in the appeals at the time of final 
hearing. "We did not consider it correct to allow such a new point to be raised at 
this late stage. However^ another new pointy which had not been raised before the 
Labour Court and in the writ petitions before the High Courts was permitted to be 
argued^ because it ^v'as raised by a separate application^ presented before the hearing, 
seeking permission to raise it. The new question sought to be raised is that, even if 
the applications tmder section 33-G (2) of the Act were competent and not barred 
by the provisions of the Minimum Wages Act, they were time-barred when present- 
ed under Article 137 of the Schedule to the Lumtation Act XXXVI of 1963. The 
question of limitation was incidentally mentioned before the Labour Court as well as 
the High Court, relying on the circumstance that applications imder section 20 (1) 
of the Minimum \Vages Act could only have been presented within period of six 
months from the date when the claims arose. At that stage, reliance was not placed 
on Article 137 of the Schedule to the Limitation Act ; but well before the final hear- 
ing, a written application was presented on behalf of the appellant seeking peimis- 
sion to raise this plea of limitation on these appeals. Notice of that application was 
served on the respondents -ivell in time, so that by the time the appeals came up for 
hearing, they knew that this point W'as sought to be raised by the appellant. A ques- 
tion of limitation raises a plea of ^vant of jurisdiction and, in these ca.ses, this ques- 
tion could be decided on the basis of the facts on the record, being a pure ques- 
tion of law. It is in this background that we have permitted ^is question also to be 
raised in these appeals, though it was not put fonvard either in the High Court or 
before the Labour Court. Thus, we are ^iicenied in these appeals with the t\vo 
aspects relating to the exclusion of the jurisdiction of the Labour Court to entertain 
application under section 33-C (2) of the Act because of the provisions of the Mini- 
mum Wages Act, and the plea that the applications under section 33-(7 (2) of the Act 

were time-barred or at least part of the claims under the applications were time- 

barred in view of Article 137 of the Schedule to the Limitation Act, 1963. 

On the first question both the Labour Court and the High Court held that the 
contention raised on behalf of the appeUant that the jurisdiction of the Labour was 
excluded because of section 20 (1) of the Minimum Wages Act has no force on the 
assumption that the claims made in these applications under section 33-C (2) of the 
Act could have been presented before the Labour Court under section -20(1) of the 
Minimum "Wages Act. In our view this assumption svas not justified. As we shall 
indicate hereafter, the claims made by the workmen in the applications under section 
33-G (2) of the Act could not have been made before the Labour Court under sec- 
tion 20 (1) of the h'linimum ^Vages Act, so that it is not necessa.ry for us to decide the 
general question of law whether an application under section 33-G(2) of the Act can 
or cannot be competently entertained by a Labour Court if an application for the 
same relief is entertainable by the Labour Court under s^ion 20 (1) of the Mmimum 
Wages Act. 

The long title and the preamble to the Minimum Wages Act show that this Act 
rvas passed uath the obje* t of making provision for fixing minimum rates of wages in 
certain employments. The word “wages has been given a tvide meaning in its 
definition in section 2{h) of that Act and, quite clearly, includes payment m respect of 
overtime and for work done on weekly off-days which are requned to be given by any 
employer to the %vorkmen under the provisions of that Act itself. Section l3 (1), 
^\•hich deals evdth -iveekly off-days, and section 14 (1), which deals with overtime, are 
as follows : — 

“ 13. (1) In regard to any scheduled employment minimum rates of wages in 
respect of which have been fixed under this Act, the appropriate Government 
may — 

fa) fix the number of hours of work which shall constitute a normal working 
day, inclusive of one or more specified intervals j 
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(5) Any amount directed to be paid under this section may be recovered — 

(a) if the Authority is a Magistrate by the Authority as if it were a fine 
imposed by the Authority as a MagistratCj or 

{b) if the Authority is not a Magistate, by any Magistrate to whom the Autho- 
rity makes application in this behalf, as if it were a fine imposed by such Magis- 
trate. 

(6) Every direction of the Authority imder this section shall be final. 

(7) Every Authority appointed imder sub-section (I) shall have all the 
powers of a civil Court under the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908, for the purpose 
of taking eiddence amd of enforcing the attendance of ivitnesses and compelling 
the production of documents, and every such Authority shall be deemed to be a 
civil Court for all the purposes of section 195 and Chapter XXXV of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure, 1898.” 

We have mentioned these provisions of the Minimum Wages Act, because the language 
used at aU stages in that Act leads to the clear inference that that Act is primarily 
concerned with fixing of rates — rates of minimum wnges, overtime rates, rate for 
payment for ivork on a day of rest — and is not really intended to be an Act for 
enforcement of payment of wages for ivhich provision is made in other laws, such 
as the Payment of "Wages Act IV of 1936, and the Industrial Disputes Act XIV of 
1947. In section 20 (1) of the Ii'Iinimum Wages Act also, provision is made for seek- 
ing remedy in respect of claims arising out of payment of less than the mmimum rates 
of "wages or in respect of payment of remuneration for days of rest or for ivork done on 
such days under clause (6) or clause (c) of sub-section (1) of section 13 or of wages at 
the overtime rate under section 14. This language used in section 20 (1) shows that 
the Authority appointed under that provision of laiv is to exercise jurisdiction for deci- 
ding claims ivhich relates to. rat^ s of wnges, rates for payment of work done on days of 
rest and overtime rates. If there be no dispute as’ to rates between the employer and 
the employees, section 20 (1) -^vo-ald not be attracted. The purpose of section 20 (I) 
seems to be to ensure that the rates prescribed under the Minimum Wages Act are 
complied ivith by the employer in making payments and, if any attempt is made to' 
make payments at loiver rates, the ivorRmen are given the right to invoRe the aid 
of the Authority appointed under section 20 (1). In cases ivhere there is no dispute 
as to rates of "wages, and the only question is ivhether.a particular payment at the 
agreed rate in respeert of minimum ivages, overtime or work on ofi’-days is due to a 
ivorkman or not, the appropriate remedy is provided in the Pay'ment of Wages Act. 
If the payment is ivithheld beyond the time permitted by the Payment of Wages 
Act even on the groimd that the amount claimed by the workman is not due, or if 
the amount claimed by the workman is not paid on the ground that deductions are 
to be made by the employer, the employee can seek his remedy by an application 
under section 15 (1) of the Payment of Wages Act. In cases where section 15 of the 
Payment of Wages Act may not provide .adequate remedy, the remedy can be 
sought either under section 33-G of die Act or by raising an industrial dispute under 
the Act and ha.ving it decided under the -various provisions of that Act. In these 
circumstances, "we are unable to accept the submission made by Mr. Sen on behalf 
of the appellant diat section 20 (1) of the Minimum Wages Act should be interpret- 
ed as intended to cover all claims in respect of minimum "wages or overtime payment 
or payment for day's of rest even though there may be no dispute as to the rates at 
which those payments are to beclaimed. It is true that, underseclion 20 (3), power 
is given to the Audiority dealing -with an application under section 20 (1) to direct 
payment of the actual amount found due ; but this, it appears to us, is only an 
incidental power granted to that Authority, so that the directions made by the 
Authority under secdon 20 (1) may be effectively carried out and there may not be 
unnecessary muldplicity of proceedings. The power to make ordersfor payment of 
actual amount due to an employee under section 20 (3) cannot, therefore, be inter- 
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limited to applications rmder the Code. That reasoning it was pointed out was 
no longer applicable because of the amendment of the Limitation Act by the intro- 
duction of Articles 158 and 178 which governed applications under the Arbitration 
Act and not thus under the Code. The Court then considered the views expressed 
by the various High Courts in a number of cases and held : — 

“ It does not appear to us quite convincing without further argument that the 
mere amendment of Articles 158 and 178 can ipso facto alter the meaning tvhich 
as a result of a long series of judicial decisions of the different High Courts in India 
came to be attached to the language used in Article 181. This long catena of 
decisions may tvell be said to have as it were added the tvords ‘ tmder the Code’ in 
the first colimm of that article. If those words had actually been used in that 
column then a subsequent amendment of Articles 158 and 178 certainly would 
not have affected the meaning of that article. If however as a result of judicial 
construction those words have come to be read into the first column as if those 
■\vords actually occurred therein we are not of opinion as at present advised that 
the subsequent amendment of Articles 158 and 1 78 must necessarily and automati- 
cally have the effect of altering the long acquired meaning of Article 181 on the 
sole and simple groimd that after the amendment the reason on which the old 
construction was founded is no longer available. 

This earlier decision was relied upon by this Court in Bombay Gas Co., Ltd. v. 
Gopal Bhiva and others^ where the Court had to deal with the argument that appli- 
cations under section 33-<7 of the Act will be governed by three years’ limitation 
provided by Article 181 of the Limitation Act. The Comt in dealing with this argu- 
ment held : 

“ In our opinion this argument is one of desperation. It is well settled that 
Article 181 applies only to applications which are made under the Code of Civil 
Procedure and so its extension to applications made under section 33-C (2) of the 
Act would not be justified. As early as 1880 the Bombay High Court had held 
in Rai Manekbai v. Mawkji Kavasji^ that Article 181 only relates to applications 
under the Code of Civil Procedure in which case no period of limitation has been 
prescribed for the application^ and the consensus of judicial opinion on this point 
had been noticed by the Privy Council in Hansraj Gupta v. Official Liquidators, 
Dehra Dun Mussoorie Electric ’Tramway Company Ltd.^. An attempt was no doubt 
made in the case of Sha Mulchand & Co. Ltd. v. Jawahar Mills Ltd.^, to suggest that 
the amendment of Article 158 and 178 ipso facto altered the meaning which had 
been attached to the words in Article 181 by judicial decisionsj but this attempt 
failed^ because this Court held “that the long catena of decisions imder Article 181 
may well be said to havoj as it were added the words 'under the Code’ in the first 
column of that Article. Therefore^ it is not possible to accede to the argument 
that the limitation prescribed by Article 181 can be invoked in dealing with appli- 
cations imder section 33-C (2) of the Act. ” 

It appears to us tliat the view expressed by this Court in those cases must be 
held to be applicable^ even when considering the scope and applicability of Article 
137 in the new Limitation Act of 1963. The language of Article 137 is only slightly 
differentfrom that of the earlier Article 181 inasmuch asj when prescribing the three 
years period of limitation^ the first column giving the description of the application 
reads as “ any otlier application for which no period of limitation is provided else- 
where in this division ”. In fact^ the addition of the word “ other ” between the 
words “any” and “application” would indicate that the Legislature wanted to ttipI-p 
it clear that the principle of interpretation of Article 181 on the basis of ejusdem generis 
should be applied when interpreting the new Article 137. This word “ other ” im- 
plies a reference to earlier articles and, consequently, in interpreting this article. 


1 . 

2 . 

3. 


(1964) 3 S.C.R. 708 atpp. 722, 723. 
(1880)I.L.R.7Bom. 213. 

(1932) L.R. 60 1.A. 13 atp. 20: 64 M.L.J. 

s c J— 2 


403:I.L.R. 54A11 1067. 

4. (1953) S.C.J. 68: (1953) I M.LJ. 364, 
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executive or quasi-judicial ivlien' earlier the old Act w.s intended to govern procee- 
dings before civil Courts only. It is also true that the Preamble which existed in the 
old Limitation Act of 1908 has been omitted in the new Act of 1963. The omission of 
the preamble does not however indicate that there was any intention of the Legisla- 
ture to change the purposes for which the Limitation Act has been enforced. The 
Bombay High Court also attached importance to the circumstance that the scope of 
the new Limitation Act has been enlaced by changing the definition of “applicant” 
in section 2 (a) of the new Act so as to include even a petitioner and the word “appli- 
cation ” so as to include a petition. The question still remains -whether this altera- 
tion can be held to be intended to cover petitions by a petitioner to authorities other 
than Courts. We are rmable to find any provision in the new Limitation Act which 
■iTOuld justify holding that these changes in defiifition tvere intended to make the 
Limitation Act applicable to proceedings before bodies other than Courts. We 
have alrpdy taken notice of the change introduced in the third dmsion of the sche- 
dule by including references to applications tmder the Code of Criminal Procedure 
ivhich ^yas the o:Sy other aspect relied upon by the Bombay High Court in support 
of its vie\v that applications imder section 33-0 of the Act will also be governed by 
the new Article 137. For the reasons we have indicated earlier^ \ve are unable to 
accept the view expressed by the Bombay High Court; and tve hold tliat Article 137 
of the schedule to the Limitation Act, 1963 does not apply to applications under sec- 
tion 33-C’ (2) of the Act, so that the previous decision of this Court that no limitation 
is prescribed for such applications remains unaffected. 

The appeals fail and are dismissed -tvith costs. One hearing fee. 

V.M.K. Appeals dismissed. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. Shah, V. Ramaswami and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

Khemchand Dayalji and Co. ^ . . Appellant* 

V. 

Mohanunadbhai Chandbhai . . Respondent. 

Bombay Rents, Hotel and Lodging House Rates Control Act {LVII of 1947), section 49 and 
Tide 5 — Presidency Small Came Courts Act {XV of\Q^2),section5Z — Ahmedabad City 
Courts Act, 1961 — Whether rule 5 ultra vires the State Government — Jurisdiction of 
Court of Small Causes, Ahmedabad to issue distress warants pending application for deter- 
mination of standard rer.t under section 11 — Whether municipal taxes and electricity 
charges constitute rent recoverable by issue of distress warrant. 

By the enactment of the Ahmedabad City Courts Act, 1961, the proceedings 
before the Court of Sma.ll Causes at Ahmedabad were governed by that Act and 
by virtue of the mnendanent made in section 28 of Bombay Act LVII of 1947 it 
became a Court of exclusive jurisdiction to try' suits, proceedings, claims and ques- 
tions arising imder that Act. Being a Comt governed by the Presidency Small 
Cause Courts Act, the Ahmedabad Court of Sm^ll Causes was competent to exer- 
cise, subject to the Ahmedabad City Courts Act,?.Il the powers which a Presidenc)' 
Small Cause Court may exercise power to issue ^ distress -warrant being expressly 
conferred by section 53 of the Presidency Small Cause Courts Act upon the Courts 
governed by it, the Court of Small Causes, Ahmedabad, tvas competent to exercise 
that power. 

Rule 5 M-as framed under the Bombay Act LVTI of 1947 in exercise of the 
authority conferred by section 49 (2) (Hi). - After the enactment of the Ahmedabad 
City Courts Act, 1961, rule 5 as originally framed by the Government of Bombay 
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In support of this appeal Counsel for the appellants urges that rule 5 of the Rules 
framed imder section 49 of the Bombay Rents Hotel and Lodging House Rates 
Control Act LVII of 1947 is ultra vires the State Government ; that the Court of 
Small Causes, Ahmedabad has in any event no jurisdiction to pass an order issuing a 
distress \\-an-ant ^vhen trying a suit or proceeding under Bombay Act LVII of 1947 
especially when an application for determination of standard rent under section 1 1 
of the Act is pending ; and that the municipal taxes and electricity charges do not 
constitute rent which may be recovered by the issue of a distress warrant. 

By the express terms of the tenancy the appellants had undertaken to pay the 
municipal taxes and electricity charges as part of the rent ; it is not open to them to 
contend that they are not rent recoverable by the issue of a distress %varrant. The 
last branch of the argument has therefore^ no force. 

The relevant pro\'isions of the Bombay Rents Hotel and Lodging House Rates 
Control Act LVTI of 1947 and other statutes which have a bearing may first be 
noticed. Bombay Act LVII of 1947 was intended to control rents and to confer 
protection against eviction upon tenants of premises in certain urban areas in the 
Province of Bombay. By section 28 of the Act certain Courts were designated as 
Courts of exclusive jurisdiction to entertain and try suits and proceedings between a 
landlord and tenant relating to recovery of rent or possession to which the provisions 
of the Act applied and also to decide claims or questions arising under the Act. 
Section 28 as originally enacted and later amended by Bombay Acts LVIII of 1949 
and XV of 1952 in so far as it is material reads : 

“ (1) Notwithstanding anything contained in any law and notwithstanding 
that by reason of the amount of the claim or for any other reason the suit or pro- 
ceeding would not but for this provision be wthin its jurisdiction, 

(а) in Greater Bombay the Court of Small Causes, Bombay, 

(aa) in any area for which - a Coinrt of Small Causes is established under the 
Provincial Small Cause Courts Act, 1887, such Court and 

( б ) * * * *^ * * 

shall have jurisdiction to entertain and try any suit or proceeding between a land- 
lord ?»-'nd a tenant relating to the recovery of rent or possession of any premises to 
which any of the provisions of this Part apply and to decide any application made 
under this Act and to deal with any claim or question arising out of this Act or any 
of its provisions and subject to the provisions of sub-section (2) no other Court 
shall have jurisdiction to entertain any such suit, proceeding or application or to 
deal \vdth such claim or question. 

* * * * * * 

Section 28 did not set up new Courts to try suits or proceedings behveen landlords 
and tenants : it invested easting Courts with exclusive jurisdirtion to try suits and 
proceedino-s of the nature set out and claims or questions arising under che Act. 
Section sf of the Act provides inter alia that the Courts specified in section 28 shall 
foUow the prescribed procedure in trying and hearing suits proceedings applica- 
tions and appeals and in executing orders made by them. Section 49 authorises the 
State Government to make rules for the purpose of giving effect to the provisions of 
the Act and in particular to make rules among other subjects for the procedure to 
be foUowed in trj'ing or hearing suits proceedings (including proceedmgs for execu- 
tion of decrees and distress warrants) applications, apprals and execution of orders. 
Pursuant to the authority conferred, rules were fram^ by Govei^mt of Bombay 
and rule 5 which dealt with the procedure to be followed by the Court of SmaU 
Causes, Bombay, for suits, proceedings, appeals,etc., provided m so far as itis material: 

“ In such of the follo^ving suits and proceedings as are cognizable by the Court 
of Small Causes, Bombay, on the date of the commg mto force of these Rules, 
namely : — ■ 
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( 1 ) 


“‘■*0 Small Cauje 

or W'l'rpassaim any scoli salt 

Bombay, shall follo^v the practice and procedure pro- 
vided for tlie time being (a) m the said Act except Chapter VI thereof, and (6) in 
the rules made under section 9 of the said Act.^ > ^ 


By die enactment of the Bombay Reorganization Act XI of I960, a separate 
State ol Gujaiat U'as constituted out of the territory ishich formed the State of 
r 2 rea tvithin the city limits of Ahmedabad formed part of the Stare 

m Gujarat. By the Gujarat Adaptation of L^^v•s (State and Concurrent Subjects) 
Order, 1960, clause (a) of sub-section (I) of section 28 of Bombay Act LVII of 1947 
as it tvas originally enacted ivas deleted. . The Legislature of the State of Gujarat 
enacted the AJimedabad City CourtsActXIXof 1961 which by section 17j5rovided 
that the Presidency Small Cause Courts Act, 18£J2 (XV of 1882), shall extend to and 
come into force in the City of Ahmedabad on and from the appointed day. By 
section 18 it was provided : 

“ The Presidency Small Cause Courts Act, 1882 (XV of 1882), and the Bombay 
Rents, Hotel and Lodging House^Rates Control Act, 1947 (Bombay Act LVII of 
1947), shall in their application to the City of Ahmedabad stand amended in the 
• manner and to the extent specified in the Schedule.” 

By section 19 it tvas provided': 

"With effect on and from the appointed day * . * * * 

the Provincial Small Cause Courts Act, 1887 (IX of 1887), and all rules, notifica- 
tions and orders made thereunder shall cease to apply to or be in force in the 
City of Ahmeadabad 

♦ * * * * * 

By the schedule certain amendments Were made ia the Presidency Small Causes 
Courts Act, 1882 in its application to the City of Ahmedabad. By clause 13 of the 
schedule section 50 of the Presidency Small Cause Courts Act was to apply to every 
place tvithin the City of Ahmedabad. Certain amendments tvere also made in 
section 28 of the Bombay Rents Hotel and Lodging Houses Rates Control Act, 
1947, and in sub-section (I) of section 28, before clause (aa) thefollotcing clause teas 
inserted : 

" (a) in the City of Ahmedabad, the Court of Small Causes of Ahmedabad.” 

By the enactment of the Ahmedabad City Courts Act, 1961, the proceedings 
before the Court of Small Causes at Ahmedabad were governed by that Act and by 
virtue of tire amendment made in section 28 ofBoinbay Act LVII of 1947 it became 
a Court of exclusive jurisdiction to try suits, proceedings, claims and questions arising 
■ tmder that Act. Being a Court governed fay the Presidency Small Catise Courts 
' Act, the Ahmedabad Court of Small Causes tvas competent to exercise, subject to 
the Ahmedabad City Courts Act, all the powers which a Presidency Small Causes 
Court may exercise. Power to issue a distress warrant being expressly conferred fay 
' section 53 of the Presidency Small Cause Courts Act upon the Courts governed by 
• it, the Court of Small Causes, Ahmedabad, tvas competent to exercise that power. 

Rule 5 -svas framed imder the Bombay Act LVII of 1947 in exercise of tlie 
authority coiiferred by section 49 (2) (iii). After the enactment of the Ahmedabad 
City Courts Act, 1961, rule 5 as originally framed by the Government of Bombay 
continued in force by virtue of section 87 of the Bombay Reorganization x\.ct XI of 
■ 1960, and applied to the Ahmedabad JSmall Causes . Court. IVhen rule 5 was 
framed under Bombay Act LVII of 1947 it was not ullm vires, and it is not shown to 
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have become ultra vires after the enactment of the Ahmedabad City Courts Act in its 
application to the City of Ahmedabad. 

The argument that section 28 sets up a new set of Courts with special powers 
and jurisdiction is wthout substance. Section 28 merely confers upon the existing 
Courts exclusive jurisdiction in respect of matters relating to possession of premises 
and recovery of rent and to determine claims and questions arising under that Act. 
On that account it does not become a Special Court : it is a Court which is competent 
to exercise all the powers which are conferred upon it by virtue of its constitution 
Tmder the statute which governs it. The Cotirt of Small Causes at Ahmebdad had, 
therefore, posver to issue distress svarrant and that poster could be exercised even in 
respect of suits and proceedings which were exclusively triable by it by virtue of the 
Bombay Act LVTI of 1947. 


\Ve are also tmable to hold that so long as application for fixation of standard 
rent is pending, the Court’s jurisdiction to issue a distress svarrant remains suspended. 
Until standard rent is determined, or an interim order is made, rent at the contractual 
rate is payable and process for recoveiy by distress svarrant may always be adopted. 
Section 1 1 of Bombay Act LVU of 1947 confers upon the Court power to fix standard 
rent and permitted increases in certain cases. The Court is also competent to 
determine interim standard rent, and direct payment pending final determination 
of standard rent. 


The appellants applied for fixation of standard rent and invited the Court to 
pass an order fixing interim standard rent and the Court of Small Causes proceeded 
to pass the order for payment of rent and municipal taxes. In the present case there 
was an express order of the Court requiring the appellants to deposit in Court Rs. 810 
per month and also to deposit municipal taxes. The Court of Small Causes ordered 
that the amount deposited by the appellants towards municipal taxes shall not be 
paid over to the landlord. The amount tvas on that account not available to the 
respondent. The respondent was unable to pay the taxes and the municipality 
thr^tcned to attach the property. The amount of municipal taxes was due and it 
was payable by the appellants. Though deposited in Court, it could not be mth- 
dra\'m by the respondent. The municipal taxes were, therefore, m arrears and a 
distress warrant could be applied for under, section 53 of the Presidency Small 
Cause Courts Act by the respondent. 


It tvas urged that the appellants had to pay the amount of interim standard rent 
nvice over : once when they deposited it in the Court and agam when they satisfied 
demand to avoid execution of the distress ^varrant. The landlord undoubtedly 
S^ot obtain the amount twice over.- But that does not mean that when the tenant 
Snot made the amount available to the landlord the apphcation for distress was 

not maintainable. 

The argument that the erroneous order passed by the Court of Small Causes 
nreventin^ landlord from recovering the amoimt of municipal taxes could have 
beS Jot corrected by approaching the superior Courts and so ong as Aat order 
stoJd, no distress could be levied, ignores the fact that the appeUants had persuad- 
«i the Court of SmaU Causes to pass that order. In our judgment, there tvas no bar 
to the respondent maintaining the application for distress. 


The appealfails and is dismissed with costs. 
S.V.J. 


Appeal dismissed. 
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THE SDPREIvlE COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

PitESExr Ai. Hro.\YATULi,AH,CXiV/JiAf/i«AOT G.K. AItiterJ. 

Debesh Chandra Das _ Appellant*- 

V. 

Union of India and others , , Respondents. 

Conslitalion of India (1950), Arliek 311 (2)— Scope— Tenure post in the Government of 

India Appoinim’nt to — ReverAon to the Assam Stale before the expiry of the tenure to 

post carrying smaller salary, if amouals to redaction in rank and involves a stigma. 

The cadres for the Indian Administrative Services are to be found in the States 
only. There is no cadre in the Government of India. A few of these persons 
are however, intended to serve at the Centre. ‘^V'^hen they do so the>' enjoy better 
emoluments and status. They rank higher in the service and even in the ’iVarrant 
of Precedence of the President. In the States they cannot get the same salar}' 
in any post as Secretaries are entitled to in the Centre. The appointments to the 
Centre are not in any sense a deputation. They mean promotion to a higher 
post. The only safegurrd is that many of the posts at the Centre are tenure posts. 
Those of Secretaries and equivalent posts are for five years and for loivef posts the 
duration of tenure is four years. 

The appellant D.s$ held one of the tenure posts. His tenure ordinarily \szs five 
years in the post. He got his secretaryuhip on 30th July, 1964 and rras ejqsected 
to continue in that post for five years, that is, till 29th July, 1969. The short 
question in this case is whether his reversion to the Assam State before the etpiry 
of the period of his tenure to a post carding a smaller salary amotmts to reduction 
in rank and involves a stigma upon him. 

Now it has been ruled again and again in this Court that reduction in rank ac- 
companied byastigmamustfollow the procedure of Article 311 (2) of the Consti- 
tution. It is manifest that if this nns a reduction in rank, it u-as accompanied 
by a stigma. There was a stigma attaching to the reversion and it rs-as not a 
pure accident of sendee. Nothing turns upon the n-ords of the notification ‘ imtil 
further orders’ because all appointments to tenure posts have the same kind of 
order. By an amendment of Fundamental Rule 9 (30) in Igfi/, a form uas pre- 
scribed and that form was used in his case. These notifications also do not 
indicatf that tliis avas a deputation which could be terminated at any time. The 
notifications involving deputation always clearly so state the fact. Alany noti- 
fications brought to the notice of the Court during the argumenfwhich bear out 
this fact and none to the contrary uas shoim. Das thus held a tenure post ivhich 
iras to last till 29th July, 1969. A few months alone remained and he was not so 
desperately required in Assam that he could not continue here for the full dura- 
tion. The fact that it Avas found necessary to break into bis tenure period close 
to its end must he read in conjunction svith the three alternatives and they 
clearly demonstrate -that the intention nas to reduce him in rank by sheer pres- 
sure of denying him a secretaryship. No Secretary* has solar been sent back in 
this maimer and this emphasises the element of penalty. His retention in Govern- 
ment of India on a lower post thus svas a reduction in rank. 

No State Service (the highest being Chief Secretary’s) carries the emoluments 
Avhich Das iras drawing as a Secretary for years. His rei'ersion Avould have meant 
a big drop in his emoluments. Das nns prqjared to go to Assam provided he 
got his salary Rs. 4,000 per month bat it ivas staled before that that ssas not 
possible. Das iras prepared to serve at the Centre in any capacity ivhich brought 
him the same salary*. This too tvas said to be not possible. To give him a 


* C.A.NO. 2065 of 1968. 


8th April, 1969. 
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Hobson's ciioice of cboosing between reversion to a post carring a lower salary or 
staying here on a lower salaried post, is to indirectly reduce bi-m in rant. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order, dated tbe 18tb September, 1968 of tbe 
Calcutta Higb. Court in F.M.A. No. 381 of 1967. 

B. Ser., Senior Adrocate, B. P. Mchesh-iSari, A. jY. Parikh and S. M. Jain, 
Advocates, vdtb bim), for Appellant. 

D. KarascTcjn, Senior Advocate {R. H. Dhehan and S. P. Kayar, Advocates, 
tvitb him), for Respondents Nos. 1 and 2. 

Tbe Judgment of tbe Court was delivered by 

Eidi^atziUah, C.j . — This is an appeal against tbe judgment of tbe Higb Court of 
Calcutta dismissing a writ petition filed fay tbe appellant Debesb Chandra Das. 
This appeal is by cntificate against the judgment, dated 18tb September, 1968. 

Tbe appellant is a member of tbe Indian Civil Service. He qualified in 1933 
and arrived in India in 1934 and was allotted to Assam. In 1940 be came to tbe 
Government of India and became in turn Under-Secretary and Deputy-Secretary, 
Home jSIinistrv'. In 1947 be went back to Assam where be held tbe postpf Develop- 
ment Commissioner and Chief Secretary. In 1951 be again came to tbe Govern- 
ment of India as Secretary-, Public Service Commission. In 1955 be became Joint 
Secretary to tbe Government of India and continued to bold that post till. 1961. 
From 1951 to 1954 be •was Managing Director of Central Warehousing Corporation. 
On 29tbjuly, I954jbe wasappointed Secretary, Departmentof Social Secirrity with 
efiectfrom, 30tb July, 1954 and until further orders. On 6tb March, 1965 the 
Appointments Committee of tbe Cabinet approved tbe proposal to continue Him as 
Secretary, Department of Social Security. He continu^ in that Department, 
wbicb is now renamed as tbe Department of Social \VeIfare. On 20tb Jime, 1966 be 
received a letter from tbe Cabinet Secretary which ■was to tbe foUotying effect : 

“Jvly dear Debesb : . . • - 

For sometime, tbe Government has been etamining tbe question of building up a 
higher level of administrative efficiency. This is much more important in tbe con- 
test of tbe recent developments in tbe country. Tbe future is also likely to be full 
of problems. In this coimection, tbe Government esamined tbe names of those 
W'bo are at present occupying top level administrative posts tvitb a view to ascer- 
taining whether they were fully capable of meeting tbe new challenges or whether 
they should make room for younger people. As a result of this esamination, it 
has been decided that you should be asked either to revert to your parent State or 
to proceed on leave preparatory to retirement or to accept some post lo-vver than 
that of Secretary of Government. I -would be glad if you tvould please let me 
kno-w immediatdy as to what you propose to do so that fu^er action in the matter 
may be taken. 


Yoins sincerely; 
(Sd.) DHARMAVIRA.” 

He asked for interview ■with tbe Cabinet Secretary and tbe Prime Minister and re- 
presented bis case but notbii^ seems to have come of it. On 7tb September 1966 he 
received a second letter from tbe Cabinet Secretary -which said inter alia as foUosre : 

“ I am ncnv dnected to inform you that after considering your oral and 

v/ritten representations in the matter Government has decided that your services 
mav be placed at the disposal-of your parent State, namely, Assam. In case, 
ho-wever -you like to proceed on leave preparatory to retbement -will you please 
let me know ? *’ 

The appellant treated these orders as reduction in his rank and filed a -ivrit peti- 
tion in tbe* High Court of Calcutta-on 19tb September, 1966. .According to him the 
SC J— 3 
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order ^ a reduction in rani since the pay of a Secretary to tlie Govem- 

ment of India (I.C.S.) is Rs. 4,000 and the highest pay in Assam (I.C.S.) is Rs.SpOO. 

here being no equal post in the Government of Assam Jiis reversion to tlie Assam 
ocrvice meant a reduction not only in his emoluments hut also in his rani. He ako 
^ ^ years’ tenure post and tlie tenure nas to end on 29th July, 
lyoa but sras svrongly terminated before the expiry of five years. He also alleged 
that there xsns a stigma attached to his reversion as ivas clear from the tliree alterna- 
tives is'hich the letter of the Cabinet Secretary gave him. The highest post in the 
Govemrnent of ^sam being equivalent to the Joint Secretary of Government of 
mdia, his reversion to tlie highest post, i.e. Gliief Secretary to tlie Government of 
Assam, amounted to a reduction in rani. He contended, if this iras the case, the 
procedure under Article 311 (2) of the Constitution ought to have been followed and 
wthout following that procedure tlie order was not sustainable. 

Whm the appellant filed tlie writ petition he was appointed as a Special Secre- 
tary on loth October, 1966 but under one of Jiis juniors. It may be mentioned here 
tliat the appellant is next only to tlie Cabinet Secretary in the matter of seniority. He 
also received a letter from tlie Govemmentof India dated 20th October, 1966 in 
which it ^vas said that Govemraent was considering giving him a post equal to that 
of a Secretary. The i\Tit petition ivas dismissed by Justice A. N. Ray on 19tli hlay, 
1967. The following day the appellant was again reposted to Assam but he filed an 
appeal and obtained a stay. On 21th hlarch, 1968 he was appointed Secretary in the 
Department of Statistics in tlie Central Government. The appeal ivas heard by 
Justice P. B. Muhharji and Justice A. N. Sen who differed, the former was in 
favour of dismissing the appeal while tlie latter sms in fhs-our of allowing it. The 
appeal ssns tlien laid before Sankar Prosad Mitra, J. svlio agreed witli Justice 
Mukliarji and the appeal svas dismissed on 18th September, 1968. On 
20th September, 1968 the appellant svas reposted to Assam. He, hoivever, filed the 
present appeal and has proceeded on leave although no orders on leave applica- 
tion seemed to have been passed when tve heard the appeal. 


In this appeal also, it is contended tliat tlie reversion of the appellant to tlie Assam 
Service amounts to a reduction in rank. This is on the ground tliat he held a higher 
post in tlie Government of India and tliere is no post equal to it under the Assam 
Government. The post of the Chief Secretary in tlie Assam Government is equal 
to the post of a Joint Secretary' in tlie Government of India and his reversion would 
therefore indirectly mean a reduction in his rant and also in his emoluments because 
the highest post hi Assam does not carry a salary equal to that of a Secretary in the 
Government of India. He also contends that under Article 311 (2) an enquiry had 
to be made and he had to be given a chance of eigDlaining his case if the reduction in 
rank amounted to a penalty'. He contends that the letters of the Cabinet Secretary 
speaks for tliemselves and clearly show that he was being offered a lower post even 
in the Government of India if he iras to continue here denoting thereby a desire to 
reduce him in rank. The letters also speak of his unsatisfactory' work and, therefore, 
cast a stigma on him and therefore his reversion must be treated as a penalty' and if 
the procedure laid down under Article 311 f2) is notfolIoired,the order of tlie Govern- 
ment of India could not be sustained. This, in short, is die case which he had put 
up before tlie High Court and has now' put up before us. 

The Government of India contends dial he was on deputation and the deputa- 
tion could be terminated at any time ; that liis orders of appointment clearly show 
tliat the appointment were “ until furdier orders ” and diat he had no right to con- 
tinue in tlie Govemmentof India if his sen-ices ivere not required and that his rever- 
sion to his parent State did not amount cither to any* reduction in rank or a penalty, 
and, therefore, die order w'as quite legal. 

Prior to 1946 die members of die Indian Civil Semee were in a CiHI Sendee 
of die Secretary of State. As a result of a conference between Chief Ministers and 
the Government of India an AH India Administrative Service was constituted in 


I] DEBESH CHANDRA DAS V. UNION OF INDIA (Hidayatutlah, C.J.). 19 

October, 1946. This agreement was entered into under section 263 of the Govern- 
ment of India Act, 1935. The Indian Administrative Service was common to the 
Centre and the Provinces. On 25th January, 1950 rules were framed imder sections 
241 (2) and 247 of the Government of India Act, 1935. These rules were known as 
the Indian Civil Administrative ( Cadre) Rules, 1 950. Under these rules cadres were 
constituted. A ‘cadre’ is defined in Fundamental Rule 9 (4) as the strength of a 
service or a part of a service sanctioned as a separate unit. In these rules ‘cadre 
officer’ meant an officer belonging to any of these categories specified in rule 4 and 
‘cadre post’ meant any duty post included in the Schedule to the Rules. In rule 4, 
it ^v^s provided that every cadre post shall be filled inter alia by an officer who is a 
member of the Indian Civil Service. In the Schedule Assam was to have 20 senior 
posts imder the Provincial Government, 6 senior posts imder the Central Govern- 
ment and 37 posts for direct recruitment, and junior posts and certain reserves. 
After 1954 a number of Rules were framed and we are concerned in this case with 
the Indian Administrative Service (Cadre) Rules, 1954, Indian Administrative 
Service (Fixation of Cadre Strength) Regulations, 1955 and Indian Administrative 
Service (Pay) Rules, 1954. Under the Pay Rules were shown the posts carrying pay 
above the time-scale pay in the Administrative Service under the State Governments. 
In Assam there ivere four such posts' — Chief Secretary (Rs. 3,000), Member, Board 
of Revenue, Commissioners and Development Commissioners (Rs. 2,500 — 125/3 — • 
2,750). These four were the only posts above the time-scale and the highest pay 
possible was that of a Chief Secretary carrying Rs. 3,000 P.m. \yide All India Services 
Manual (1967), p. 248]. The lowe'r posts in Assam were: Secretaries, Additional 
Secretaries, Joint Secretaries, etc., who were on a time-scale with ceiling of Rs. 
2,250 P.M. {ibid p. 263). As against this the post carrying pay above the time-scale 
or special pay in addition to pay in the time-scale under the Central Government 
when held by Indian Administrative Service men were Secretaries to the Govern- 
ment of India -with a pay of Rs. 3,500 (Rs. 4,000 for Indian Civil Service men) and 
so on in a downward position. There was no separate cadre in the Government of 
India as defined in the Fundamental Rules mentioned above. There were only 
cadres in the States. Posts beyond the State cadre limit ivere only to be found in 
the Government of India. The Indian Administrative Service (Cadre) Rules,1954 
provided an elaborate machinery for getting persons to fill the posts in the Govern- 
ment of India. Similarly, the Indian Administrative Service (Fixation of Cadre 
Strength) Regulations, 1955 provided for these matters. Rule 3 of the Indian Ad- 
ministrative Service (Cadre) Rules provided as follows : 

“ 3. Constitution of Cadre , — 

(1) There shall be constituted for each State or group of States an Indian 
Administrative Service Cadre. 

(2) The cadre so constituted for a State or a group of States is hereinafter 
referred to as a ‘State Cadre’ or, as the case may be, a ‘Joint Cadre.’ ” 

Rule 4 next provided : 

Strength of Cadres , — 

(1) The strength and composition of each of the cadres constituted under 
rule 3 shall be as determined by regulations made by the Central Government in 
consultation ivith the State Governments in this behalf and until such regulations 
are made, shall be as in force immediately before the commencement of these 
rules. 

(2) Tlie Central Government shall, at the interval of every three years, re- 
examine tlie strengtli and composition of each such cadre in consultation with the 
State Government or tlie State Governments concerned and may make such 
alterations therein as it deems fit j 
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Provided that nothing in this sub-rule shall be deemed to affect the power of 
the Central Govemincnt to alter the strength and composition of anv cadre at an)' 
other time : 


Provided further that the State Grovemment concerned may add for a period 
not exceeding one year and tsith the approval of the Central Government for a 
further period not exceeding tvvo years, to a State or Joint Cadre one or more posts 
carrj'ing duties or responsibilities of a like natme to cadre posts. ” 

Rule 6 then provided for deputation of cadre officers. It reads as follows : 

" 6 . Deputation of cadre efficers . — 

( 1) A cadre officer may, with the concurrence of the State Government or the 
Stete Governments concerned and the Central Government, be deputed for ser- 
vice under tlie Central Government, or another State Government or imder a 
company, association or body of individuals, whether incorporated or not, which is 
wholly or substantially owned or controlled by the Government, 

(2) A cadre officer may also be deputed for service under : — 

(i) a Mimicipal Corporation or a Local Body, by the State Government on 
whose Cadre he is borne, or by the Central Government twtli the concurrence of 
the State Government on -whose cadre he is borne, as the case may be : and 

(ij) an international organisation, an autonomous body not controlled by 
the Government, or a private body, by the Central Government in consultation 
■with the State Government on -whose cadre he is borne : 

Provided that no cadre officer shall be deputed to any organisation or body 
of the tvpe referred to in item (it) of this sub-rule except with his consent. ” 

It may be pointed out here that “ permanent post* is defined by the Fundamental 
Rules as a post carrying a definite rate of pay and sanctioned without limit of time; 
a ‘temporary posP is defined as a post carrying definite rate of pay sanctioned for a 
limited time and a ‘tenure post* means a permanent post avhich an individual 
Government servant may not bold for more than a limited period. All cadre posts 
were to be filled by cadre officers (rule 8), but temporary appointments of non-cadre 
officers to cadre posts were possible under certain circumstances (rule 9). 

Under the Indian Administrativ’e Service (Fixation of Cadre) Strength Regu- 
lations, 1955, Assam was to have a total of 11 7 cadre posts. Of these, 55 were under 
the Government of Assam and 22 senior posts were to be under the Central Govern- 
ment. 19 w'ere promotion posts and 58 were to be filled by direct recruitment. 
There were certain reserved posts for leave reserves, deputation reserves, training 
reserves and finally there were junior posts. By the agreement which formed an 
annexure to the Indian Civil Administrative (Cadre) Rules, 1950, Assam was to 
have 20 senior posts tmder the Provincial Government and 6 senior posts imder the 
Central Govennnent with some provision for direct recruitment posts, junior posts 
and reserves. These posts denoted combined Service between the Central Govern- 
ment and the Assam Government. The arrangement allowed an officer to go from 
one post to another whether under the Centre or the Smte but not to a lower post 
unless the exigency of the case so demanded. The posts in die Gov emment of India 
were held in the ordinary' course and were not deputation posts. They were not as 
a part of the deputation reserves. 

Under Article 312, these services must be considered common to the Uriion and 
the State. Under section 4 of die AH India Services Act, 1951 all rules in force 
immediately before the commencement of the Act and applicable to an .All India 
Service were continued, thus the Indian Civil Administrative (Cadre) RuJes, 1950 

continued to remain in force. 

The posidon diat emerges is that the cadres for the Indian Admmistrative Ser- 
vices are to be found in the States only. There is no cadre in the Government of 
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India. A fw of these persons are, howerer, intended ^ serve at *e C^^e. When 

they do so thev eni'ov better emoluments and sfetus. They hig ser- 

mce and e^-en'in the IW.rrant of Precedence of the ^"^^den_'- 

cannot get the same salary in any post as Secretaries are m i Tbpv mf^-n 

The appointment^ to the Centre are not in of 

promotion to a higher po'^t. The only safeguard is that many of the po^ at the 

Centre are tenure posts Those of Secretaries and equivalent posts are for fi\ e years 

and for lo'.ver posts the duration of tenure is four years. 

Nmv Das held one of the tenure posts. His tenure ordinarily 
the post. He got his secretarvshin on 30th Tulv. 1964 and iras expected tp contmue 
inthltpostfoffive vears.thatis.till 29th JuTv, 1969. Theshoit^.estxonjn this case 
is ^vhetLr his re^'etsion to the Assam State before the of 

tenure to a post carrying a smaUer salary amounts to reduction in ran! and involves 

stigma upon him. 

Rev-ersion to a lower post does not fier amount to a 
evidence that the reversion is accompanied bv a spgma. In the first letter i^ ued to 
2?* jt" B69 ivMr. Dhinn, Vir, (C.W I* 

Government was considering v.h ether the persons a.t top ^ vounaer men. 
were callable of meeting the neiv challenges or must ma -e r . . a 

The letter soes on to say that he may choose one of three alt^. . ' J' ^ ^ 

lower post at the Centre go back to a post canvnng rW nobter 

leave preparatory to retirement. The rcfn-n U not diie to anv 

to the fact of his demotion. It clearly tells him that alteratives sp^k 

exigency of ‘service but because he is found ■wanting. j r»f 5 »\ 4 pmTtpfion 

vofumS. This vns not a case of reverting him to Assam at he end 
or tenure. He can be retained in the Central Services 
pov., and the final alteranative that he may retire 

is bent upon remo-vdng him from his present post. ^ i . -k -o !>ltpmatives '^The 
recogniS because on 7th September. 1966 he is offered only 

alternative of a loiver post is advisedly* dropped is now filed 

.stigma. If any doubt remained it is cleared by the affida^*it vhich is now hied. 

Paragraphs 7 and 10 of the affidavit read as follows : 

" 7 With xpfprence’ to the allegations made in paragraphs 13 to 23 of the said 

appM^tS» I wSSo admUsion in r«pjct thereof 
. v^nt records. I ffirffier sav that the perfori^nce of the pePtio^ 

to the standard expected of a Secretary to the Govemm 

“ 10. The allegations made in paragraph 26 °^^7^^^,?m^'^nister^n^iCTV 
Ifurther say tha t the said representation ivas reject^ by the Prime Minister n v ei 

of the standard of performance of the petitioner.- .• ■ 

Now it has been ruled again and again in this J,V''3,e'comS 

accompanied bv a stigma, must follow the procedure of Article 311 (2l of the GousP 
^tis Samifes°t that if this ^ms a reduction in ra^, it ^v^s accompanied by a 
stigma . We are satisfied that there ^^•as a stigma attachmg to the reversmn and that 
it was not a pure accident of service. 

It remains to see wheffier there ^^■as a reduction in rank. There is no de^tion 
of reduction in rank in the Constitution. But we get sonie assistance irom rule 3 of 
the All Tnrib Services (Discipline and Appeal) Rules, which provides , 

“ 3 Penalties —The following penalties may, for good and sufficient reasons 
and as hereinafter provided, be imposed on a member of the Service, .namely:— 


(fii) reduction in rank including reduction to a loiver post or time-scale, or to 
a loiver stage in a time-scale ; 
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We ha ve shoun above that he holding a tenure post. Nothin? turns upon the 
vrords of the notification until further orders’ because aU appointoents to' tenure 
pos^s have the same kmd of order. By an amendment of F.R. 9 (30) in 1967, a form 
prescTj bed and that form \\ms used in his case. These notifications also' do not 
mdi^te.that this i\as a deputation -which could be terminated at anv time. The 
notifications in%-olving deputaUon always clearly so state the fact, hfenv notifica- 
tions were brought to our notice during the zrgument which bear out thisfac^ and 
none to the contrary iras shown. ' Das thus held a tenure post ivhich l^•^s to last till 
29 th July. 1969. A few months alone remained and he iras not so desparately required 
m Assam that he could not continue here for the full duration. The fact Aat it v.-as 
found necessary to breaK into his tenure period close to its end must be read in con- 
junction -^dth -Ae three alternatives and thei- clearly demonstrate that the intention 
i\-as to reduce him in rank by sheer pressure of denying him a secretaryship. No 
Secretew, -sve v.-ere told, has so far been sent bach in this manner and this emphasis- 
es the elernent of penalty,'. His retention in Government of India on a lov. er post 
thus %\-as a reduction in rank. 


FinaUv ive have to consider ivhether his reversion to Assam means a reduction 
in rank. It has been noticed abos-e that no State Service (the highest being Chief 
Secretary’s) carries the emoluments which Das i\a.s drai'.-ing as a Secretary for years. 
His reversion would have meant a big drop in his emoluments. Das sras prepared 
to go to Assam pro\-ided he got his salary of Rs. 4.000 per month rut it -s’.-as stated 
before us that that ivas not possible. Das u-as prepared to ser\-e at the Centre in 
any capacity ivhich brought him the same salary. This too i-.-as said to be not possi- 
ble, This case ira.s adjourned several times to enable Government to consider the 
proposal but ultimately it iras turned donm. All that was said v.^s that he could 
only be kept ia a loiver post. If this is not reduction in rank ive do not see ivhat else 
it is. To give him a Hobson’s choice of choosing between reversion to a post 
carrying a lower salary or staying here on a lower salaried post, is to indirectly 
reduce him in rank. 


Therefore, we are satisfied that Das vras being reduced in rank uith a stigma 
upon his ivork isithout follois-ing the procedure laid down in .Article 311 (2). 1\*e 
say nothing about a genuine.case of accident of service in which a person drafted 
from a State has to go back for any reason not connected svith his -unrk or conduct. 
Cases must obviously arise when a person takes from the State may have to go back 
•for reasons unconnected -svith his work or conduct. Those cases are different and 
we are not eimressing any opinion about them. But this case is clearly one of reduc- 
tion in rank ivuth a distinct stigma upon the man. This require action in accordance 
•with Article 311 (2) of the Constitution and since none was taken, the order of rever- 
sion cannot be sustained. ’IVe quash it and order the retention of Das in a post 
comparable to the post of a Secretary in ^olumeats rill such rime as his present 
tenure lasts or there is an inquiry against him as contemplated by the Constitution. 

Before we leave this case we are constramed to say that the attitode in respect 
of this case was not verv happv. Das offered to take leave preparatory to retiremrat 
on the 29th July, 1969^ if he was retained in Delhi on this cr other post. This coin- 
cided with his present tenure. But vast as the Delhi Secremriat is, no joo was 
found, for him. This confirms us in our view of matter that he i^as being sent 
away not because of exigenev of service but deSmtciy because he was not required 
for reasons connected with his work and conduct. 

The appeal is thus allowed nith costs here and in the High Court. 

V.hl.K.. Apptd cllcvcid. 
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I] K. R. C. KRISHNA CHETTIAR 0. SRI AMBAL & CO. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present ; — S. M. Sirri, R. S. Bach.a.wat and V. RamaswamIj JJ. 

K. R. Ghinna Krishna Ghettiar . . Appellant * 

V. 

Sri Ambai & Go. and another . . Resfjondents. 

Trade and Merchandise Alarks Act (XLIII of 1958), sections 2 Tj) and section 12 (I) 

Registration of trade mark — ‘ Andal ’ and ‘ Ambai’ — Deceptively similar in sound 

Ocular Comparison not always the decisive test. 

Constitution of India (19501, Article 136 — Appeal iy Special Leave — Concurrent finding of 

Court below — Onus on appellant to show that the finding is erroneous. 

There can be no doubt that the word ‘Ambai ’ is an essential feature of the 
trade marks. The common “ Sri is the subsidiary part of the hvo words 
“ Ambai ” is the more distinctive and fixes itself in the recollection of an average 
buyer ^rith imperfect recollection. 

It is for the Court to decide the question on a comparison of the competing 
marks as a ^vhole and their distinctive and essential features. If the proposed 
mark is used in a normal and fair manner the mark would come to be Imown by 
its distinguishing feature “Andal There is a striking similarityand affinity 
of soimdlset-ween the ^vords “ Andal ” and “ Ambai ” (held, there is real danger 
of confusion between the two marks.). 

There is no evidence of actual confusion, but that might be due to the fact that the 
appellant’s trade is not of long standing. There is no visual resemblance betsveen 
the two marks, but ocular comparison is not always the decisive test. The 
resemblance between the two marks must be considered with reference to the ear 
as well as the eye. H^ld, there is a close affinity of soimd between Ambai and Andal. 
The distinguishing feature of the respondents mark is Ambai while that of the 
Appellant’s mark is Andal. The two words are deceptively similar in sound. 

The name Andal does not cease to be deceptively similar because it is used in 
conjimction srith a pictorial device. 

The Hindus in the soutli of India may be ivell aware that the words Ambai 
and Andal represent the names of two distinct goddesses. But the respondent’s 
customers are not confined to Hindus alone. Many of their customers are 
Christians, Parsis, Muslims and persons of other religious denominations. More- 
over, their business is not confined to south of India. The customers who are 
not Hindus or svho do not belong to the south of India may not knosv the difference 
between the svords Andal and Ambai. The ^vo^ds have no direct reference to 
the character and quality of snuff. The customer %vho use the respondent’s 
goods will have recollection that they are fcno\v'n by the word Ambai. They may 
also have a vague recollection of the portrait of a benign goddess used in connec- 
tion \rith tlie mark. They are not likely to remember the fine distinctions between 
a Vaishnavite goddess and a Shivaite diety. 

Tlie Registrar has expert knowledge of such matters and his decision should not 
be lightly disturbed. But both the Courts have found that he ^vas clearly wrong 
and held that there is a deceptive similarity beUveen the two marks. In an appeal 
under Article 136 of the Constitution, the onus is upon the appellant to show 
that the concurrent finding of the Courts below is erroneous. The appellant must 
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satisfy the Court that the conditions of section 12 (1) have been satisfied. If those 
conditions are not satisfied his mart cannot be registered. 


h,.. Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated the 2Ist Novem- 

Der, jyb2 of the Madras High Court in Letters Patent Appeal No. 57 of 1962. 

Senior Advocate, (X. Jayaram and R. Thiagarajan, Advocates, 
with him), for Appellant. ^ J ^ 


M. C. Cliagla^ Senior Advocate fJV. R. Anand and M. P. Rao, Advocates, 
and 0. C. Maihur, Advocate of jW/r. J. B. Dadachanji & Co. inth him), for Res- 
pondent No. 1. 


The Judgment of the Court ts-as delivered by 

f , 

RacT-awal.J . — The appellant is the sole proprietor of a trading concern inoivn as 
Radha and Co. The respondents Ambal and Co., are a partnership firm. The 
respondents as also the appellant are manufacturers and dealers in snuff carrying 
on business at Madras and having business activities inside and outside the State of 
Madras. On 10th March, 1958 the appellant filed application No. 183961 for 
registration of a trade marie in class 34 in respect of“ snuff manufactured in Madras”. 
The respondents filed a notice of opposition. The main ground of opposition iras 
that the proposed mari ivas deceptively similar to their registered trade marks. 
The respondents svere the proprietors of the registered marks Nos. 126808 and 146291 
Trade mark No. 126808 consists of a label containing a device of a Goddess Sri Ambal 
.seated on a globe floating on srater enclosed in a circular frame ivith the legend 
“Sri Ambal parimala snuff” at tlie top of the label, and the name and address 
“Sri Ambal and Co., Madras” at the bottom.. Trade mark No. 146291 consists 
of the expression “ Sri Ambal ”. The mark of whicb the appellant seeks registra- 
tion consists of a label containing three panels. -The first and the third panels 
contain in Tamil, Devanagiri, Telugu and Kannada the equivalents of the %vords 
“ Sri Andal Madras Snuff”. The centre panel contains the picture of Goddess 
Sri Andal and the legend, “ Sri Andal ”. 

Sri Andal and Sri Ambal are separate divinities. Sri Andal ^\’as a Vaishnayite 
woman saint of Srivilliputur village and ^v^s deified because of her union swth 
Lord Ranganatha. Sri Ambal is the consort of Siva or Maheshirara. 

' The respondents have been in the snuff business for several decades and have 
used the word Ambal as part of their work for more than half a century. The 
question in issue is whether the proposed mark is deceptively similar to the res- 
pondents’ marks. “ Mark ” as defined in section 2 (j) of the Trade and Merchan- 
dise Marks Act, 1958 includes “a device, brand, heading, label, ticket, name, sig- 
nature, word, letter or numeral or any combination thereof.” Section 12 (1) 
provides that “ save as provided in sub-section (3), no trade mark shall be registered 
in respect of any goods or description of goods which is identical with or deceptively 
similar to a trade mark %vhich is already registered in the name of a different pro- 
prietor in respect of the same goods or description of goods.” The Registrar of 
Trade of Marks observed : — 

“ In a composite mark the distinctive vvords, appearing on it play an important 
part. Words always talk more than devices, because it is generally by the u’Ord 
part of a composite mark that orders will be given. Apart from that, the oppo- 
nents have a registered mark consisting of the expression Sri Ambal. _ I have, 
therefore, to determine whether the expression Sri Andal, is deceptively similar to 
Sri Ambal.” 

He held : 

_ “the sound of “ Ambal ” does not so nearly resemble the sound of '‘Andal ”, 
m spite of certain letters being common to both the marks, as to be likely to causp 
confusiop or deception among a substantial number of persons,” 



U K.R.C.KEEBNA,CHEIIiAE5.S!aAJffiAL&C0. “ 

The respondents ffled an appeal In flte Madras High Court. Jagadlshan, J. 

“ It is settled law that a tiade ““^"“^^“foJ'Jotourablftatodra of^he 

body can abstract the name or a Phoneticai^q ^ 
charge of piracy ofthe maripleadmg tot fte f. 

from the Siart of the person opposing its registra 

He held : — nhonetic similarity that they 

“ The words, Amhal and so'Sid^nd pronounciation. 

are undistinguishable havmg th® s f^icldv perfectly or impe India 

^vay they are uttered or spoken foreigner or a f ^ije of 

culously or carelessly and whoever u , place or in a calm and 

tvherevlrthe>iareutteredinAenoisy^^^^^^^ phonetioa Y 

Sr^'n'Sh^S^Siand unavmda.He.”_ aPP'**®?"™ ^ 

Accordingly, he allmved '‘PPl’i.’jppdlSS'tod alctt* PJ“*JJ R;gister 
registration of the trade wmk. Th -PP.^^^ appeal- The - . , to prove 

Divisional Bench °rfently found that T'PP^yV'fs/* The present 

and the two Courts below con^^ -^vithin section 12 (, h 

honest concurrent use so as to obtaining Special Leav . 

appeal has been filed by the appellant after not decept^ 

The Registrar was ^he vimv that eiqiert Imowl^ge of 

similar to the respondent s ^ disturbed. ^But both ^ between the 

and his decision shoidd not be g there is a''de'cep_tive upon the 

that he was clearly wrong & ^jcle 136 of the is erroneous. 

two marks. In an appeal unde finding of the Cou . -.o fn have been 

appellant to show that tke cogent J,„ditions of section 12 

The appellant must satisfy the Court that be rf gisterm 

satisfied. If those conditions are n mark No. 126808 a^^ Ambal ” 

Nowtoword^-Sri itobal” ^oub.to. 

^vhole Of trade mark No. 1462^. '^ete „^on Sn js ^ 

is an essential feature of the tf-de distinctive and fixes 

part. Of the two words ijnnerfect recollection. ^ j in ? normal 

recollection of an average buyer w the appellant’s mark is jg 

The vital question in issue and if livelihood of deception 

and fair manner in ^^tmertion th b^ waiter ofBroadhead’s 

assumed ofthe existing registerea m , j.j,gistered (see ques- 

that the mark ought not to be k It ^ Sad^heir distinctive and 

Application for registration ^^etSg marks as a 'V^ole jnark is used 

tion on a comparison of the j* btinour mind *^Vp^mo^^mby its distinguishmg 
essential features. mark would comp to b ngjiity of sound between 

in a normal and fair manner otfUdng simillarity ^ the iudgment of the 

feature ” Andal There ^is a stritog^.^^^ due to the J 

the words “ Andal ” and ^ conclusions of tbe danser of confusion between 

Registrar and bearing m m^d co ^ danger 01 

Divisional Bench, we are sausfied that 

the tw^o marks. . T^„t that might be due to tlm a 

•j ni' actual confusion is no visual resemblance 

There is no evidence of ^ l^^ng standing- Th decisive test. The 

that the appellant’s tmde is comparison is ^ Vvith reference to the ear 

between the tivo marks b g^ks must be consid Ambal and Andal. 

resemblance betiveen the afBnity of sound betiveen Amo 

as well as the eye. There is a_close 
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fo. Coca-Cola Co. of Canada v. PepsiCola Co. of Canada Ud.\ it ras 

in common use in Canada for nanung the beverages. The 
ngu^hmg feature of the mark coca-cola was coca and not cola. For the same 
ason the <3i*:tingTiishijig feature of the mart Pepsi Col?. %v^s Pepsi and not col?, 
not likely that any one would confuse the word Pepsi unth coca. In the 
w'ord “ Sri ” may be regarded as in common use. The distinguish- 
a£i respondent’s mark is Ambal while that of the appellant’s mark is 

ndal. The tivo words arc deceptively similar in sound. 

_ Tlie name Andal does not cease to be deceptively similar because it is used in 
^niunction svith a pictorial device. Tlie case of Decordova and others v. Vick Ch'tnical 
Coy.~ is instructive. From the Appendix printed at page 270 of the same volun e it 
app^rs that Vick Chemical Coy rs-ere the proprietors of the registered trade mark 
consisting of the tvord “ Vaporub” and another registeied trade mark consisting 
of-a design of which the rvords “ Vicks Vaporub Salve ” formed a part. The 
apnendix at page 226 shows that the defendants advertised their ointment as 
Karsote Vapour Rub”. It svas held that the defendants had infringed the regis- 
tered marks. Lord Radcliffe said : “ a mark is infrin^d by another trader 

iij e\'en wdthout using the whole of it upon or in connection ^vith his goodsj he uses 
one or more of its essential features.” 

Mr. Sen stressed the point that the words Ambal and Andal had distinct mean- 
ings. Ambal is the consort of Lord Siva and Andal is the consort of Ranganatha. 
He said that in viesv oftlie distinct ideas conveyed by the two words a mere accidental 
phonetic resemblance could not lead to confusion. In this connection he relied on 
Venkateswaran's Law of Trade and Merchandise Marks, 1963 Ed., page 214, KerlfsLaw 
of Trade Marks and Trade Jfames, 9th 'Ed., page 465, Article 852 and the decision 
Application by Thomas A. Smith Ltd., to Register a trade mark^. In that case Neville, J., 
held tliat the words “limit” and ** summit” ivere tvords in common use, each 
conveying a distinctly definite idea : that there was no possibility of any one being 
deceived by the tsvo marks : and there was no ground for refusing registration. 
Mr. Sen’s argument loses sight of the realities of the case. The Hindus in the south 
of Lidia may be svell aware that the rvord Ambal and Andal represent the names of 
two distinct goddesses. But the respondent’s customers are not confined to Hindus 
alone. Many of their customers are Christians, Parsees, Muslims and persons of 
other religious denominations. Moreover, there business is not confined to south 
of India. The customers who are not Hindus or ■who do not belong to the south of 
India may not know the difference betiveen the ivords Andal and Ambal. The 
words have no direct reference to the character and quality of snuff. The customers 
who use tlie respondent’s goods ivdll havea recollection that they are knoivn by the 
tvord Ambal. They may also have a "vague recollection of the portrait of a benign 
goddess used in coimection "with the mark. They are not liekly to remember tlie 
fine distinctions between a Vaishnavite goddess and a Shivaite deity. 

AVe think the judgment appealed from is right and should be a.ffirmed. IVe 
are informed that the appellant filed another application No. 2125/5 seeking regis- 
tration of labels of which the expression “ Radha’s Sri Ambal Madras Snuff’ forms 
a part,- The learned Registrar has disposed of the application in favotr of the 
appellant. But we understand that an appeal is pending in the High Court It "sras 
argued that there was no phonetic similarity bctis'een Sri Ambal and Radha’s Sn 
Andal ard the use of the expressicn Radha’s Sri Andal was not likely to lead to 
confusion. The Divisional Bench found force in this argumt nt. But as the matter 
IS subjudice ^ve express no opinion on it. 

In tlie result, the appeal is dismissed with costs. 

S.V.J. . . Appeal dismissed. 


1- (1942)59 RPC. 127. 
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MA.GHRAJ r. MST. BAYABAI (Shah, J.). 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate JurisdictioTi.) 

Presest J. C. Shah ajjd G. K. Mitter, JJ. 

Msghraj and others . . Appellaris* 

r. 

Mst. Bayabai and others . . Re^pordenif. 

Civil Procedure Cade (V of 1908}. Order 34 — Morigc^e decree — Mortgagor depositing money 
into Cbart zvithoist specifjfir.g of that it is towards prirxipal — Mortgagee not informed 
chant nnisre of deposit — Xormd nde is that the amount should first be applied 
towards interest and costs — Mortgagor to plead and prove cgreemez.t to the contrary. 

Madiyc Pradesh Morwy Lenders Act (XIH of 1934}, section 9 — Prohibits awarding 
interest exceeding the prirxipal of loan. 

Unless the mortgagees ^v•ere informed that the mortgagors had deposited the 
amount only to\\-ards the Principal and not tow-ards the inttrest, and the mort- 
^gees agreed to withdraw the money frontier Court accepting the condi- 
tional deposit, the normal rule that the amounts deposited in Courtshould first be 
applied to-svards satisfaction of the interest and costs and thereafter towards the 
principal %vx»uld apply. The normal rule is that in the case of a debt due with 
interest any payment made by the debtor is in the first instance to be applied 
towards satisfaction of interest and thereafter to the principal. It was for the 
mortgagors to plead and prove an agreement that the amoimts which were 
deposited by the mortgagees tvere accepted by the mortgagees subject to a con- 
dition imposed by the mortgagor (on facts held that there \vzs no such 
agreement.) 

_ Section 9 of the Madhit? Pradesh Money-lenders Act (XIII of 1934) prohi- 
bits the Courts from atvarding interest exceeding the principal of loan. The 
Prohibition o^the statute is against the making of a decree for arrears of interest 
exceeding the amount of loan. (On facts held that the interest does not exceed the 
principal. 

Appca.1 by Special Leave from the Order, dated, the 30th November, 1964 of the 
Bombay High Court, Nagpur Bench in First Appeal No. 80 of 1964. 

G. L. Sanghvi, Advocate and B. Dadachanji, Advocate of Mls.y. B. Dadachanji 
& Co., for App^ants. 

JDr. Ti . S. Barlingay, Senior Advocate, (i2. Mahalingier and Ganpat Rai, 
Advocates, unth him), for Respondent No. 6. 

B. D. Sharma and P. Xayar, Advocates, for Respondent No. 11. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah,j. — Seth Haroon and Sons a firm had ten partners. The Hindu imdividcd 
family of Jethmal Ramkaran mortgaged a house belonging to it to Seth Haroon and 
Sons to secure repayment of Rs. 40,000 due on the foot of an account. Seth Haroon 
and Sons filed Suit No. 12-A of 1936 for recoi'ery of their dues by sale of the mort- 
gaged house. On 28th December, 1940, a decree %\’as passed in the suit by the 
Additional District Judge, The case rvas carried in appeal to the High Court of 
Nagpur. But the appeal was dismissed subject to a slight modification to be pre- 
sently noticed. An appeal tvas carried against the decree to this Court. During 
the pendency of the appeal to this Court, nine out often members of Seth Haroon 
and Sons migrated to Pakistan and were declared evacuees. By an order passed by* 
this Court on 28th March, lOjS, the Custodian of Evacuee Proper^- tms impleaded 
as a party respondent in the appeal filed oy the mortgagors. This Court dismissed 
the appeal on 8th August, 1958. Thereafter the 6th plaintiff Alohammad Ayyub 
— the only member o^the firm who had not migrated — for himself and as agent of 
the e^ncuees tmder a general power-cf-attomey applied fbr a decree absolute fcr sale. 
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The Custodian of Evacuee Property resisted the appl^ation 
Ay'juih. Ultimately by the order passed by the High Cour o _ Courthov- 
dian of Evacuee Property \vas joined as a party to the app ica ' ' Properts* and 
ever obseiv'ed that the respective rights of the Custodian o '^^ceeding. 
the partners of Sedr Haroon and Sons tvere not decided m that proceea 

Diverse contentions tvere raised bv the ‘ mortgage, that 

that on proper account being tahen nothing ss’as due by the claim 

interest M-as wrongly caloilated at the rate of ■4_pcr cent, pe - • j^^gst could net 

for recovers of coks tsns barred bv the law of hmi --p^ed the contentions 

be awarded on costs. Theleamed em 81 being the aggre^^e 

raised bv the mortgagors and passed a decree for Rs. 34,612. ^ gjed aga’^^ 

of Rs. 33.866.51 as principal and Rs. Special Leave, this 

that Order svas siimmarilv dismissed by the High 

appeal is preferred by the mortgagors. monies 

Counsel for the mortgagors contended ^ mKSe^SclS the mortgage 
paid bv them in satisfaction of the dues under ' that from time 

^^•as satisfied ?-od the mortgagee's wctc ove^aid. Co^ directions that the 

to time pavment were I*'' ™''/l<fthe nrincipal and not towards interert 

amounts paid were to be credited lotvar . credited towards the principah 

and if the amounts so paid were in the r.s ^ overpaid. Nosv, the learned 
it would be foimd that the J--^^Ug^uuon bv the mortgagors were 

Trial Judge observed, that Exhibits ^o 5 o rdmd u^n b 

silent as to anv specific 'l for theappellanthas invited our atte^ 

printed onlv tow.rds the prmcipal. Counsel tor m ^ deposits in Court, m which 
tion to certain applications made at g d tosvards the prmcipal. Reb' 

it was recited that Jhe ^Hal Court w.s in error in holding that 

ing upon these recitals it '"■'as urged t^ ■p„>vTnpnts towards the principal. ' 

there \vp.re no directions for Lfel number of applications in which 

have not thought it necessary to ascertem -h . '^f p?.rt pai’ments towards 

recitals were made by the mortsp.gors at the nm ‘ without more, do not 

the principal, because on the view we tahe, these 

assist the claim of the mortgagors. declared due 

-Under -the preliminary decree an -^g^est The mortgagors made no 

upto 23rd June, 1941 towards Pr“\'=*P^^^^grtm>eees.’ But from time to time th^ 
payments .imder the decree .directly o - 2 rule 1 of the Co e 

daim to have made deposits m the thev stated that Pa^^^ig 

Civil Procedure and mdeposUmg some • gvi'den’ce on the record . j 

were tmvards the principal were posited towards the pnncipJ 

mortgagees were informed that the . _pp 5 accepted the amoimts towa 
due, nor is there evidence that the m did not withdraw the 

principal. For quite a long tmm f °J^^ijjfo4ied that the mortgagors h^d 

lying in Court. Unless the fn-jppl and not toi\-ards the interes , 

deposited the amount only th P the Court accepting *e 

the mortgagees agreed to withdraw the ripposited in Court should fi 

either to principal or interest is that they are fir of the Board observed • 

£2L.. WBuch»,s,., ddivarmg ,<!•' 

“There is a debt due that carries ^fdeor on the othciv^i'^ 

received without a defini te appropriation on the one side ___ 

, - , J. L.R. (1920) 47J.A. 150. - • 
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rule which is well established in ordinary cases is that in those circumstances the 
money is first applied in payment of interest and then when that is satisfied in 
payment of the capital. That rule is referred to by Rigby, L.J., in the case of 
Parras Banking Co. v. Tates'^, in these words : ‘ The defendant’s Counsel relied on 
the old rule that does, no doubt, apply to many cases, namely, that, where both 
principal and interest are due, the sums paid on account must be applied first 
to interest. That rule, where it is applicable, is only common justice. To apply 
the sums paid to principal where interest has accrued upon the debt, and is not 
paid, would be depriving the creditor of the benefit to which he is entitled under 
his contract’. ” 

Counsel for the appellant contended that in Venkatadri Appa Row’s case”, there 
Was no specific appropriation by the debtor, whereas in the present case there is speci- 
fic direction by the debtor. But the normal rule is that in the case of a debt due 
with interest any payment made by the debtor is in the first instance to be applied 
towards satisfaction ofinterest and thereafter to the principal. It wasfor the mortgagor 
to plead and prove an agreement — ^that the amounts which were deposited in Court 
by the mortgagors were accepted by the mortgagees ‘subject to a condition imposed 
by the mortgagors. In the present case there is no evidence which supports the 
contention raised b> Counsel for the appellant. 

Coimsel urged that, in any event, when an account was finally submitted by the 
mortgagees chey were aware of the fact that certain amounts were paid in Court and 
they knew that tliose amounts were paid conditionally and when the mortgagees 
withdrew the amounts deposited in Court they must be deemed to have accepted the 
conditions subject to which the amounts were deposited. But the account submitted 
by the mortgagees shows clearly that they had given credit for the amounts deposited 
towards the interest and costs in the first instance and the balance only towards the 
principal. The account submitted by the mor^agees clearly negatives the plea of 
the mortgagors. 

An argument somewhat faindy suggested before us that it is the privilege of the 
debtor to impose conditions subject to which any payment is to be made by the 
mortgagor, and the mortgagee is bound to accept the condition needs no serious 
consideration. 

It was next urged that the decree was passed by the Trial Court awarding 
interest at the rate of 3 per centper armum and the order of the High Court in appeal 
modifying the original decree by awarding interest at the rate of 4 percent, was erro- 
neous. Under the decree of the Trial Court interest was awarded at 3 per cent. In 
appeal interest was awarded by the High Court at 4 per cent. Thereafter by a modifi- 
cation in an application for correction of the decree interest at 4 per cent, per annum 
was awarded from 12th August, 1941 to 10th November, 1946. It was urged, rely- 
ing upon the order modifying the rate ofinterest, thatfrom 1 1th November, 1946 the 
mortgagees were entitled only to interest at the rate of 3 per cent. There is no 
substance in that contention also. The High Court by order dated 10th August, 
1946, observed : 

“ A preliminary decree for the sale shall be, drawn accordingly and the defen- 
dants (the appellants) are given three months time from today to pay off the 
decretal amount. The amount shall carry interest at the rate of 3 per cent, per 
annum from the date of suit to 11th August, 1941, and at the rate of 4 per cent, 
per aimum from 12th August, 1941, to the date of satisfaction.” 

Apparently the decree dra^vn up by the High Court was not consistent with the direc- 
tions given in the judgment, and an application was made to rectffy certain mistakes 
in the decree. One of the grounds urged in support of the application was that in- 
terest should have been computed only on the principal out of the total of Rs. 35,299- 
1-6. The Court rejected tfie application holding that the Trial Court had decreed 
the claim of the mortgagees and that interest was payable on Rs. 35, 299-1-6 and 

2. (1920) L.R. 47 LA. 150. 
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the High Court had coiifinned the decree holding that the amount of Rs. 35,299-1-6 
\ras principal.^ The High Court observed that it \vas not relevant to consider whe- 
mer that decision iras right, because there was no application for review of judgment. 
They tlien directed tliat 

“the interest will accordingly be calculated on Rs. 35,299-1-6 at 3 per cent, 
from 5th October, 1936 till 1 1th August, 1941 and at 4 per cent, from 12th August, 
1941, till 10th November, 1946. This comes to Rs. 50,810-4-6. The 
decree -will be amended accordingly”. 

Relying upon this direction. Counsel for the appellants contended that 
the High Court by order dated 31st March, 1947, restored for the period 
after 10th November, 1946, the rate of interest as originally awarded by the 
Court of First Instance. We are unable to hold that the direction is capable of 
that interpretation. By directing that interest at the rate of 4 per cent, from 12th 
August, 1941 to 10th November, 1946, shall be calculated onRs. 35,299-1-6, it was 
not, and could not be, intended by the High Court that interest after 10th November, 
1946, was to be awarded only at the rate of 3 per cent. No such application wns made 
by the debtors. It avas apparently contended that the amount of Rs. 35,299-1-6 as 
claimed by the plaintiffs in the original suit included interest, and interest could be 
computed on the amount which formed the principal. The High Court, in view of 
the decree passed by the Trial Court and confirmed by it, declined to enter into 
that controversy and indicated the manner in which the interest was to be calculated 
between 5 th October, 1936, and 10th November, 1946. The High Court did not 
reduce thetrate of interest for the period after 10th November, 1946, f.e., the date 
fixed for redemption of mortgage under the decree of the High Court. 

Counsel then urged that in any event the mortgagees are not entitled to interest 
exceeding the principal. Reliance in this connection tvas placed upon the Madhya 
Pradesh Money Lenders Act XIII of 1934. Section 9 of that Act provides : 

“ Notwithstanding anything contained in any other enactment for the time 
being in force, no Court original or appellate shall decree, in respect of any loan 
made before this Act comes into force, on account of arrears of interest, a sum 
greater than the principal of such loan. ” 

The section prohibits the Courts from a^varding interest exceeding the principal of 
the loan. Counsel for the appellants contends that if all the amounts deposited from 
time to time by the debtors be aggregated, it will appear that an amount exceeding 
the loan -was paid. But the prohibition of the statute is against the making of a 
decree for arrears of interest exceeding the amount of loan. Jh the present case the 
decree awards interest amounting of Rs. 74,630 whereas the principal is Rs. 33,866. 51. 

Finally, it was contended that the Custodian of Evacuee Property is not entitled 
to claim a decree absolute for sale, and only Mohamad Ayyub one of the partners 
in the 6T-m of Seth Haroonnnd Sons — ^may alone be given a decree absolute m res- 
pect of his share. That contention is futile. The Court is concerned at this stage 
to pass a decree absolute for sale in a mortgage suit. It is not concerned to determne 
-the respective rights of the mortgagees inter se. The mortgagee s interest is fully 
represented before the Court. Whether or not the Custodian of Evacuee Property 
is entitled to the money or that the evacueeshave a subsisting interest is a matter 
which cannot be decided in this appeal. That was made clear by the judgment of 
the High Court in the application filed by the Custodian of Evacuee Property by 
order dated 12th November, 1962, ■when the High Court observed : 

“ Time has not come yet to determine this question and it is not neccssaryat 
this stage to decide what are the respecUve rigOts of the evacuees in the propertv' 
which is before tlie Court as betiv'een the evacuee — plaintiffs and the Custodian.” 


The appeal fails and is dismissed with costs. 
S.V.J. 


Appeal dismissed. 
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I] STATE OF MADRAS V. DAVAR & CO. (yaidiaUngam,J.). 

THE SUPREME COURT OF IZvfUIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

PRESEjrr : — M. Hidavatullah, Chief Justice, J. M. Shelat, G. A. Vaidia- 

LEtG-AU, K.S. HeGDE and A. N. GrOVERj JJ. 

The State of Madras . . Appellant"^ 

V. 

Davar & Co., etc. . . Respondents. 

Madras Gewral Sales Tax Act (I of 1959) and Central Sales Tax Act {LXXIV of 1956), 

section 5 (2) Sea Customs Act, 1878, rtfdion 3-A Customs" frontier" in section 5 (2) of 

Central Act cannot be construed to mean “ customs barriers " — Must be construe in accor- 
dance with notification issued under section 3-A of the Act read with the proclamation of the 

President of India, dated 22nd March, 1956. 

The expression “ Customs frontier ” in section 15 of the Central Act cannot be 
construed to mean “Customs barrier” It must be construed in accordance 
■with the notification issued by the Central Government under section 3-A of the 
Act, on 6th August, 1955 read svith the Proclamation of the President of India 
dated 22nd March, 1956. 

Held, on facts, the sales were efiected by transfer of documents of title long after 
the goods had crossed the Customs frontier of India. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the I7th July, 
1963 of the Madras High Court in Tax Gases Nos. 29, 47, 132 and 160 of 1961 (Re- 
vision Nos. 16, 28, 81 and 98 of 1961* **). 

A. K. Sen, Senior Advocate, (A.F. Rangam, Advocate, wth him), for Appellant. 

R. Thiagarajan, far Respondent (In G.A. No. 1464 of 1967). 

K. Jayaram,foT Respondent (In G.A. No. 1465 of 1967). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Vaidialingam, J'.— These appeals, by Special Leave, by the State of Madras, are 
directed against the common judgment, dated 17th July, 1963 of the Madras High 
Court. 

The short question, that arises for consideration in these appeals, is as to whether 
the turnover, svhich svas the subject of consideration by the High Court, -svas liable 
for sales tax, under the Madras General Sales Tax Act, 1959 (I of 1959) (herein- 
after called the Madras Act) . The assessees claimed that the turnover in question 
represented sales in the course of import and, as such, not liable to tax under the 
Madras Act. The State of Madras claimed that in all these cases the sale had been 
effected by a transfer of docummts of title to the respective buyers after the ships had 
crossed the territorial waters and hence they avere liable to tax under the Mrdras 
Act. Tne contention of the assessees was negatived by the Assistant Commercial 
Tax Offiser, as also by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Commercial Taxes. 
But, on further appeal by the assessees, the Sales Tax Appellate Tribtmal accepted 
their contention and held that the disputed turnovers were not liable to tax under the 
Madras Act. The revisions filed by the State against the orders of the Sales Tax 
Appellate Tribunal were dismissed by the High Court. Hence these appeals. 

Though each of the respondents in these appeals is an importer of a different 
commodity, the pattern adopted by each of them in the matter of importing the 
goods concerned form foreign countries and in the matter of transferring title to the 
respective buyers, is more or less the same. We shall therefore refer only to the facts 
relating to the dealings adopted by Davar and Company (hereinafter called the 
assessee), the respondent in Civil Appeal No. 1462 of 1967. 

* C.As. Nos. 1462 to 1465 of 1967. 

«« 


(1963)14 S.T.C. 904. 


20th May, 1969. 
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assessed by the Assistant Commercial Tax Officer, South 
^7 0 -- under the hlad^ Act on a turnover ofRs. 6,60^00.07 for 

^ ^ /*58. It \s*as carrying on business in timber at Zvladms and in the course 

oi ite busmCiS die assessee imported timber from Burma and sold it to its costomers 
m India. Out of the turnover above-mentioned, the assessee disputed its liabilit}' 
to the extent of a turnover of Rs. 1,95,490.67 on the ground that the said amount re- 
presented sales in the course of import and that such sales vrere not iiabie to tax as 
thej’ ivere covered by Article 286 (1) (6) of the Constitution. This claim ivas based 
on the foilouing circumstances. The respondent-assessee entered into contracts for 
sale of timber isuth a firm of merchants called Velu and Brothers (hereinafter called 
the buyers). The timber iras to be imported from Burma. Under the contract the 
buyers ivcre to pay the assessee 8 per cent, profit on the G.I.F. value of limber sold 
and also the sales tax and other charges and e:rpcnses. The buyers is'ere to retire the 
shipping documents at least 10 days before the eroected arrival of the steamer carry- 
ing the Timber. The assessee imported tsvo consignments of timber from Rangoon. 
The value of the first consignment ss'as Rs. 99,038,05. The ship carrying the consign- 
ment arrived at the Madras Harbour on 17di October 1957. The assessee got &. 
1,00,000, from the buyers on 24thOctober, 1957, and retired the documents of title, 
from the banl: and handed over the said documents on the same date to the buyers to 
enable them to clear the goods. AH charges and expenses by ivay of import du^, 
clearance charges etc., svcre paid fay the buyers on behalf of the assessee. * A second 
consignment reached ^Madras by ship on 17th December, 1957. The assessee obtain- 
ed from the buyers, on 23rd December, 1957 the value of this consignment after 
handing over to the buyers the necessary shipping documents. 

On these facts both the Commerrial Tax Officer as ivell as the Appellate As- 
sistant Commissioner came to the conclusion that the sales efiected by the assessee to 
the buyers ivere not sales in the course ofimport, but were local sales liable to tax 
under the Madras Act. The SalesTax Appellate Tribunal, on the other hand, held to 
the contrary. The High Court has concurred srith the vieiv of the .Appdiate Tri- 
bunal. 

According to the Assistant Commercial Tax Officer and the AppeUcte Assistant 
Commissioner the sale sras effected by the assessee to the buyer after the consignment 
of timber had come into the iladras Port and in consequence there ivas no inten- 
tion to transfer the property in the goods to the biyers before the}' were cleared firom 
the customs frontier and hence the sales could not be considered to be sales in the 
course of import. The Appellate Tribunal took the view that the sale by the asses- 
see to the buyers had been effected by transferxng the documents of title relating to 
the goods before the goods, crossed the customs barrier and before the import became 
complete. Therefore, according to the Tribunal, the sales should be treated as 
being in the course of import' and, in consequence, not liable for tax under the 
hladras Act. 

On the facts stated above, the parties were not in dispute; but, before the High 
Court, the State raised the contention that the sales in qeustion ivere not sales in the 
course of import as the documents of title were handed over by the assessee to the 
buyers after the ship had crossed the*^ territorial -waters’. According to tlic State, the 
exoressioa ‘customs frontier,’ occurring in section 5 (2) of the Central Sales Tax Act, 
1956 (LXKU* of 1956), (hereinafter called the Central Act) is co-tenninous with 
the extent of the territorial araters’ of India, as fixed by the Proclamation, dated 
22nd March, 1956 issued by the President of India. That is according to the State, 
the import is complete svhea the ship carrying the goods from a foreign port enters 
the territorial svaters and any sale by the importer by tran-fer of documents of title 
to the goods subsequent to such entry srill not amount to a sale in the course of im- 
port, According to the assessee ‘customs frontier’ in section 5 f2} of the Central 
Act must be treated as analogous to customs barrer and so read the position would 
be that a sale effected by transfer of documents of title before the goods cross the 
customs barrier* would not be liable to tax under the Madras Act. 


1 ] 
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The High Court has, after a reference to various decisions of this Court as to 
^vhen a. sale can be considered to be in the course of import or export, held that the 
"Customs frontier’ as laid down by this Court does not mean any geographical features 
'like land or coast or limits of territorial svaters, but only the operation of the machi- 
nery of the Customs Department consisting of levy and collection of duty and clearan- 
ce of the goods. The High Court further held that it would be proper to construe 
the words ‘customs frontiers’ as ‘customs barriers’ in the Central Act. In this view 
the High Comtheld that as the sale had been effected by transfer of title to the goods 
before they entered the customs barrier the sale w'as not liable to tax under the 
Aladras Act. 

On behalf of the appellant-State, Mr. A.K. Sen, learned Coimsel, urged that 
the viesv of the Madras High Court construing the w'ords ‘customs frontiers’ as ‘cus- 
toms barriers’ in the Central Act W’as erroneous. According to the learned Comisel 
■on the admitted facts the sales in all these cases had been effected by transfer of the 
•documents of title long after the sales had ceased to be in the course of import. This 
-contention, on behalf of the State, was resisted by Mr. Thiagarajan and Mr. K. Jaya 
Ram appearing for the respondent in Civil Appeals Nos. 1464 and 1465ofl967 re.s- 
pectively. 

We are of the view’ that the judgment of the Madras High Court camiot be sus- 
tained and tlie expression ‘customs frontiers’ in section 5 of the Central Act cannot be 
ccHistrued to mean ‘customs barriers’. Article 286 (i) places a ban oh the State im- 
posing or authorising the imposition of a tax on the sale or purchase of goods where 
such sale or purchase takes place outside the Sta.te or in the course of import of goods 
Into or export of goods out of the territory of India. ’ Clause (2) of Article 286 gives 
posver to the Parliament, by law% to formulate principles for determining W’hen a sale 
or purchase of goods takes place in any of the wa,ys mentioned in clause (I).’ Accord- 
ingly Parliament h?.s enacted the Central Act. Section 5 of that Act lays dow'n the 
■conditions imder which a sale or purchase of goods can be said to take place in the 
course of import or export. Sub-sections fl) and (2) deal with sale or puixhase of 
■§oods in the course of export and sale or purchase of goods in the course of import, 
respectively.- As we are concerned with a sale in the course of import, the relevant 
provision is sub-section (2) of section 5, lyhich is as follows : 

“5. (2) A sale or purchase of goods shall be deemed to take place in the 
course of the import of the goods into the territory' of India only if the sale or pur- 
chase either occasions such import or is effected by a transfer of documents of title 
to the goods before the goods have crossed the customs frontiers of India.” 

In this case, the claim made by the asscssee for exemption from tax liability is 
■on the groundthat the sale was effected by transfer to the buyer of documents of title 
to the goods. Under section 5 (2) of the Central .A.ct, in order to treat the sale as 
one in the course of import the documents of title must have been transferred be- 
fore the goods have crossed the customs frontiers of India. The question is what does 
the expression ‘customs frontiers’ or India in section 5 of the Central Act, mean ? 
To anssver this question, it is necessary to refer to certain Proclamations made by the 
President of India and Notifications issued by the Central Government under 
section 3-A of the Sea Customs Act, 1878 (VIII of 1878) (hereinafter called the 
Act). 

The President of India has issued a Proclamation, dated 22nd March, 1956 and 
that contains a declaration as to the extent of the territorial waters of India. That 
Proclamation has been published with the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of External Affairs, No. S.R.O. 669, dated 22nd Alarch, 1956 and is 
-as follows : 

‘‘S.R.O. 669. — ^The follow'ing proclamation by the President is published for 
general information. 

PROGL.AMATION. 

“\VHERE.A.S international law has always recognised that- sovereignty of a 
.State extends to a belt of sea adjacent to its coast ; 

SCJ— 5 
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- 

and .VHEREAS c“ 

^.S>-Sisn” 

‘’^I^'Rajwdni Pi-asad, President of Svtr pS2 w the^ contrarv 

hcrcbv proclaim that, nowithstandi o - ^igtion to India or any part therwf, 

measured from the appropriate base Im . RAJENDRA PRASAD- 

Presid'nl ’ ■ 

sassssTi^ltif^SH 

iillSlss®' 

powers conierrcu j jccied a noufication No. .<iD-v-«ub j consider the defim- 

as follows : ..j^, MU. tl,, MAm^, 19». 

, H 0 1683.-.n o»scis= of Use powers 

5.i2.0- 1373 {VIII of 1878), ^ ^ fRevenue Division) ISo. 25-Cixs- 

of Indil in the Ministry- of Fmanro C ^ 


roclamation ol tne^— Vr.j, dear that, m the the customs front! 

nition of ‘customs f r*jtie lone after the good “t -sg goods in question w.. _ 

,v transfer of doci^en that the .^J^^fvhen^e sales ss ere effected 

-ISvehtwswittotlrfSeJo^^^^ If so.i.roUosrs .ha, 

,11 in the te^pecro e of documents of tide to . of 

,y the ^^^^'’^^A'STassessees thatthe ^^I^s m ^tmn Unfortunately, though 
he claims ejected by the ^^^’^re ^ Court by the State of 

mport.has ^ g^tohave oeen pre’s^ ^ef * Government of India- 
ifaSi!SS»oUae.Uo„ of6* tamgh. to .he oo„ce of ,hc 

efining the ‘customs frontiers . . ^ „• i 

i.-rri. Court. . , .-r-i, T.,K- 1963 of tnc Madras High 


fining the ‘customs irontiei. wrs - , , 

iffh Court. , , 7 -h juiv, 1963 of the Madras High 

In theresult.theco^on order circumstances of the case, there 

Durtis set aside and the appeals 

ill be no order as to costs. Af>liea! clloitci» 

S.V.J. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present: — J.M. Shelat and V. Bhargava, JJ. 

The Heavy Engineering Mazdoor Union ... Appellmits^ 

V. 

The State of Bihar and others ... Respondents. 

Companies — Commercial Corporation — Incorporated wider the Companies Act — Entire 
capital contributed by the Central Government — President of India and certain 
Officers of Central Government the shareholders — Extensive powers of control 
conferred on the Central Government by the Memorandum and Articles of 
Association — Undertaking, if carried on under the authority of the Central 
Government. 

Companies Act (/ of 1956), section 617. 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV ofl9AT), sections! (a) and 10. 

Words and Phrases — ‘ Under the authority of. 

The appellants herein filed a writ petition in the High Court of Patna disputing 
the validity of the reference to the Industrial Tribunal by the State Government of 
Bihar the two following questions for adjudications, firstly, as regards the number 
of festival holidays and secondly whether the second Saturday of a month should be 
an off-day for the Heavy En^neering Corporation, Ranchi, a Government 
Company. The grounds set out in the writ petition were two : (1) the appropriate 
Government to make the reference was the Central Government ; and (2) the^ 
questions referred were at the time actually pending before the certifying authority 
under the Industrial Employees (Standing Orders) Act, 1946 on an applicatioa 
for modification of the company’s Standing Orders and therefore the said ques- 
tions would not be industrial disputes that could be vaUdly referred for adjudica- 
tion. The High Court held against both the contentions and upheld the reference. 
Hence the instant appeal to the Supreme Court with the certificate of the High 
Court 

Held: The words ‘under the authority oP in section 2 (c) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act 1947 mean pursuant to the authority, such as when an agent or servant acts 
under or pursuant to the authority of Ms principal or master. That cannot be 
said of the company incorporated under the Companies Act, 1956 which derives 
its powers and functions from and by virtue of its memorandum and articles oF 
assodation. 

The mere fact, that the entire share capital of the respondent-company was 
contributed by the Central Government or the fact that the President of India- 
and certain officers of the Central Government held all its shares do not make any 
difference. The company is a separate entity. 

No doubt extensive powers are conferred on the Central Government including 
the power to give directions as to how the company should function, the power to 
appoint directors and even the pow’er to determine the wages and salaries of the 
company’s employees. But these powers are derived from the company’s memo- 
rrmtlnTn and articles of association and not by reason of the company being the 
agent of the Central Government. 

The question whether a corporation is an agent of the State must depend on 
the facts of each case. Where a ^tute setting up a Corporation so provides 
such a corporation can easily be identified as agent of the State. In the absence 
of a statutory provision, a commercial corporation acting on its own behalf even 
though it is controlled wholly or parfially by a Government Department will 
be ordinarily presumed not to be a servant or agent of the State. 

The contention that it is only the Central Govermnent, as the appropriate- 
Govenunent, could make the reference, therefore fails. ^ 


CJA.No. 1463 of 1968. 


12th March, 1969. 
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The second contention is concluded adversely to the appellant by the decisions 
in Management of Bangalore Woolen, Cotton and Silk Mills Co., Ltd. v. Worknwh 
(1968) 2 S.C.J. 415 ; (1968) 1 S.C.R. 581 and The Management of Shahdara 
Saharanpur Light Railway Co., Ltd. v. S. S. Railway Workers Union, (1969) 2 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order, dated the 5th September, 1967 of the 
Patna High Court in Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 921 of 1966. 

A. K. Nag, Jai Kishan and Ranen Roy, Advocates, for Appellant. 

U.P. Singh, Advocate, for Respondent No. 1. 

B. P. Singh, Advocate, for Respondent No. 2. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shelat, J. — ^The HeaN^y Engineering Corporation Ltd., Ranchi, is a company 
incorporated under the Companies Act, 1956. Its entire share capital is contributed 
by the Central Government and all its shares have been registered in the name of the 
President of India and certain ofBcers of the Central Government. It is, therefore a 
Government company within the meaning of section 617 of the Companies Act. 
The Memorandum of Association and the Articles of Association of the company 
■confer large powers on the Central Government including the power to give directions 
ns regards the functioning of the company. The wages and salaries of its emplo3'ees 
are also determined in accordance wth the said directions. The directors of the 
company are appointed by the President. In its Standing Orders, the company is 
described as a Government undertaking. The workmen emplo3'ed by the company 
have two unions, the Heavy Engineering Mazdoor Union and the Hatia Project 
Workers Union. . : 

Certain disputes having arisen between the company and its workmen, into 
•which it is not necessar3' for the purposes of this judgment to go, the State Government 
•of Bihar by its Notification, dated 15th November, 1966 referred t\vo questions to the 
Industrial Tribimal for its adjudication : firstly, as regards the number of festival 
holidays and secondly, whether the second Saturday in a month should be an off- 
•day. The Mazdoor Union thereupon filed a writ petition under Articles 226 and 227 
cf the Constitution in the High Coiut of Patna disputing the vafidity of the said refe- 
rence on two grounds : (1) ^t the appropriate Government to make the said refe- 
rence under section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 was the Central Govern- 
ment and not the State Government and (2) that the questions referred to were at the 
time actuallj’’ pending before the certifying authority under the Industrial Employ- 
ment (Standing Orders) Act, 1946 on an apph'cation for modification of the company's 
■staning orders and that therefore the said questions would not be industrial disputes 
which could be validly referred for adjudication. Before the High Court it was 
■conceded that the company was not an industry carried on by the Central Government 
but the contention was that considering the fact that the entire share capital was 
■contributed by the Central Government and extensive powers were conferred on it, 
the company must be regarded as an industry carried on under the authority of the 
Central Government and that therefore it was that Goviemment which was the 
appropriate Government which could make the said reference. On the second ques- 
tion, the contention was that the Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act was 
a self-contained code, that once a question relating to conditions of service was before 
the certifying authority constituted under that Act and was pending before him, the 
said question could not be an industrial dispute which could be referred for adjudica- 
tion under section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. It was urged that consequently 
the reference on both the grounds tvas invalid. The High Court negatived both the 
•contentions and upheld the validity of the reference. The Mazdoor Union obtained 
-a certificate under Article 133 (I) (c) and filed this appeal impugning the correctness 
of that decision. 

Under section 2 (a) ‘ appropriate Government’ (leaving aside the words which 
are not relevant for our purposes) means (f) in relation to any industrial dispute 
■concerning an industry carried on by or under the authority of the Central Govern- 
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meat, and (//) in relation to any other industrial dispute the State Government. 
As was done before the High Court, Mr. Nag, appearing for the appellant-union, 
conceded that he would not contend that the company is an industry carried on by 
the Central Government but argued that it is an industry carried on under the 
authority of the Central Government and therefore it is that Government and not 
the State Government which is the appropriate Government for making a 
reference under section 10 of the Act. The first question raised by the appellant- 
union, therefore, turns solely upon the construction of the words ‘ carried on 
under the authority of the Central Government.’ The contention was primarily 
groimded on the fact that the entire share capital of the company has been contributed 
by the Central Government, all its shares are held by the President and certain officers 
of the Central Government presumably its nominees and extensive control is vested 
in the Central Government. 

Before considering the authorities cited by counsel before us, we proceed first to 
examine the meam'ng of the words used by Parliament in the definition clause of 
‘ appropriate Govenunent.’ It is an undisputed fact that the company was incorpo- 
rated.under the Companies Act and it is the company so incorporated which carries 
on the undertaking. The undertaking, therefore, is not one carried on directly b}" 
the Ceritral Government or by any one of its departments as in the case of posts and 
telegraphs or the railways. It was, therefore, rightly conceded both in the High 
Court as also before us that it is not an industry' carried on by the Central Government. 
That being the position, the question then is, is the undertaking carried on under the 
authority of the Central Govenunent? There being nothing in section 2 (a) to the 
contrary, the word ‘ authority’ must be construed according to its ordinary meaning 
and therefore must mean a legal power given by one person to another to do an act. 
A person is said to be authorised or to have an authority when he is in such a position 
that he 'can act in a certain maimer without incurring liability, to which he would be 
exposed but for the authority, or, so as to produce the same effect as if the person 
granting the authority had for him self done the act. For instance, if A authorises 
B to sell certain goods for and on his behalf and B does so, B incurs no liabihty for so 
doing in respect of such goods and confers a good title on the purchaser. There 
clearly arises in such a case the relationship of a principal and an agent. The words, 

“ under the authority of’ mean pursuant to the authority, such as where an agent or a 
servant acts under or pursuant to the authority of his principal or master. Can the 
respondent-company, therefore, be said to be carrying on its business pursuant to the 
authority of the Central Government ? That obviously cannot be said of a com- 
pany incorporated under the Companies Act whose constitution, powers and functions 
are provided for and regulated by its memorandum of association and the articles of 
association. An incorporated company, as is well known, has a separate existence 
and the law recognises it as a juristic person separate and distinct from its members. 
This new personality emerges from the moment of its incorporation and from that 
date the persons subscribing to its memorandum of association and other joining it as 
members are regarded as a body incorporate or a corporation aggregate and the new 
person begins to function as an entity, cf. Salomon v. Salomon and Co.?. Its 
rights and obligations are different from those of its shareholders. Action taken 
against it does not directly affect its shareholders. The. company in holding its 
property and carrying on its business is not the agent of its shareholders. An 
infringement of its rights does not give a cause of action to its shareholders. Conse- 
quentlj', it has been said that if a man trusts a corporation he trusts that legal persona 
and must look to its assets for payment ; he can call upon the individual shareholders 
to contribute only if the Act or charter creating the corporation so provides. The 
liability of an individual member is not increased by the fact that he is the sole person 
beneficially interested in the property of the corporation and that the other members 
have become members merely for the purpose of enabling the corporation to become 
incorporated and possess only a nominal interest in its property or liold it in trust for 
him. (cf. Halsbury's Laws of England, 3rd. Ed., Vol., 9, p. ,9). Such a company 
even possesses the nationality of the country under the laws of which it is incorporated. 


1. L.R. (1897) A.C. 22 : 66LJ.Ch.35 : 13 T.L.R.46. 
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irrcspcctiyc of the nationality of its members and does not cease to have that nationa- 
lity even if in times of war it falls under enemy control, [cf. Janson v. Brief oniain 
Consolidated Mines^ a.x\.i. Kuenigl v. Donnersmarckr. The company so incorporated 
derives its powers and functions from and by virtue of its memorandum of associa- 
tion and its articles of association. Therefore, the mere fact that the entire share 
capital of the respondent-company was contributed by the Central Government and 
the fact that all its shares are held by the President and certain officers of the Central 
Government does not make any difference. The company and the shareholders 
being, as aforesaid, distinct entities the fact that the President of India and certain 
officers hold all its shares does not make the company an agent either of the President 
oi the Central Government. A notice to the President of India and the said officers 
of the Central Government, who hold between them all the shares of the company, 
would not be a notice to the company : nor can a suit maintainable by and in the 
name of the company be sustained by or in the name of the President and the said 
officers. 

It is true that besides the Central Government having contributed the entire 
share capital, extensive powers are conferred on it, including the power to give direc- 
tions as to how the company should function, the power to appoint directors and even 
the power to deteimine the wages and salaries payable by the company to its employees. 
But these powers are derived from the company’s memorandum of association and 
the articles of association and not by reason of the company being the agent of 
the Central Government. The question whether a corporation is an agent of the 
State must depend on the facts of each case. Where a statute setting up a corporation 
so provides, such a corporation can easily be identified as the agent of the State as in 
Graham v. Public Works Commissioners^ where Phillimore. J. said that the Crovu 
does in certain cases establish with the consent of Parliament certain offici-vls or bodies 
who are to be treated as agents of the Crown even though they have the power of 
contracting as principals. In the absence of a statutory^ provision, however, a 
commercial corporation acting on its own behalf, even though it is controlled wholly 
or partially by a Government department, will be ordinarily presumed not to be a 
servant or agent of the State. The fact that a Minister appoints the members or 
directors of a corporation and he is entitled to call for information, to give direefions 
which are binding on the directors and to supervise over the conduct of the business 
of the corporation does not render the corporation an agent' of the Government. 
Iscs The State Trading Corporation of India Lid. v. The Commercial Tax Officer. 
Visakhapatnam* and Tomlin v. Hannaford^. Such an inference that the corporation 
is the agent of the Government'may be drawn where it is performing in substance 
Governmental and not commercial functions, [cf, London Coimty Territorial and 
Auxiliary Forces Association v. Nichols‘S. 

In this connection the meaning of the word * employer’ as given in section 2 
(g) of the Act may be looked at with some profit as the Legislature there has used 
identical words while defining ‘an employer.’ An employer under cl. (g) mean, 
in relation to an industry carried on by or under the authority of any department of 
the Central Government or a State Gov'emment, the authority prescribed in that 
behalf or where no such authority is prescribed, the head of the department. No 
such authority has been prescribed in regard to the business carried on by the res- 
pondent-company. But that does not mean that the head of the department which 
^ves the directions as aforesaid or which supervises ov'er the functioning of the 
company is the employer within the meaiung of section 2 (g). The definition of 
the employer, on the contrary, suggests that an industry' carried on by or under the 
authority of the Government means either the industry carried on directly by a 
•department of the Government, such as the posts and telegraphs or the railways, or 


I. L.R.. (J932) A.C.484: 
t8T.L.R. 796. 


71 LJ.K3.857 : 


2 . L.R. (1955) I Q.B. 515 : (1955) 2 W.L.R. 
•82 : (1955) 1 AI! E.R 46. 
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4. (1963) 2 S.C.J. 695 .-(1953) 33 Comp. Cas 
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one carried on by such department through the instrumentality of an agent. We 
fed that the view which we are inclined to take on the interpretation of section 2 {a) 
is also taken by the High Courts of Calcutta, Punjab and Bombay, [see Carlsbad 
Mineral Water Mfg. Co. v. P.K. Sarkar\ Cantonment Board v. State of Pimjab- 
and Abdul Rekmart Abdul Gqfur v. Mrs. E. Paul.^ In our view the contention that 
the appropriate Government to make the aforesaid reference was the State Govern- 
ment and not the Central Government has no merit and cannot be sustained. 

The second contention that the questions referred to were regulated by the 
company’s standing orders and an application for a modification of the said standing 
orders relating to those questions was actually pending before the certifying autho- 
rity under the Industrial Employees (Standing Orders) Act precluded a reference 
thereof under section 10 of the Act requires no discussion as it is covered by the deci- 
sion in Management of Bangalore Woollen, Cotton and Silk Mills Co. Ltd. v. Workmen^ 
and The Management of Shahdara (Delhi) Shaharanpiir Light Railway Co. Ltd. 
V. S.S. Railway Workers Union^. 

Thus neither of the t\vo contentions can be upheld. In the result the appeal is 
dismissed but there will be no order as to costs. 

K.G.S. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. Shah, V. RAMASwA^rI and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

Tlic State of West Bengal and another . . Appellants'’' 

V. 

Jugal Kishorc More and another . . Respondents. 

Extradition — Surrender of a person within the Slate to another — A political act, either in pursu- 
ance of a treaty or by an ad hoc arrangement — The municipal law to determine the pro- 
cedure to be followed by the Courts. 

Extradition — Duty of the Courts — Protection of the right of the individual — Courts of both 
the countries to be satisfied as to the existence of prima fat ie evidence of the commission 
of the ojfence-r-Requisition for surrender not the function of the Courts but of the State. 
Fugitive Ofienders Act (i88i) — Several Colonics treating the Act as applicable to them — Act, 
not repealed by Indian Parliament — Act, if applicable to India after 26th Januaty, 1950. 
Extradition Act {XXXIV of 1962), section 12 — -Extradition of fugitive offenders — Xo notifi- 
cation including Hong Kong in the list of the Commonwealth countries — Securing the 
/extradition of fugitwe offender through diplomatic, if barred under the Act. 

Extradition is the surrender by one State to another of a person desired to be 
■dealt with for crimes of which he has been accused or convicted and -w hich are 
justiciable in the Courts of the other State. Surrender of a person within the 
State to another State — whether a citizen or an alien — is a political act done in 
pursuance of a treaty or an agi-ccment 'ad hoc. It is founded on the broad 
principle tlxat it is in the interest of civilized communities that crimes should not 
•go unpunished, and on that account it is recognised as a part of the comity of 
nations that one State should ordinarily afford to anotlier State assistance totvards 
Bringing offenders to justice. The law relating to extradition bettveen indepen- 
dent States is based on treaties. But the la^v has operation — national as tvcll as 
international. It governs international relationship between the sovereign States 
■which is secured by treaty obligations. But whether an offender should be handed 
over pursuant to a requisition is determined by the domestic latv of the State on 
Avhich the reqtusition is made. Though extradition is granted in implementation 
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of tiic international comnutments of tlie State die procedure to l>c fblloived bv 
the Courts in deciding, ■vdiedicr extradition should be granted ana on idiat terms, 
is determined b>’ the municipal law. Sanction beliind an order of extradition 
is the international commitment of the State under wliich die Court functions, 
but Courts jealously seek to protect die right of the individual by insisting upon 
strict compliance ■widi die conditions precedent to surrender. Tlic Courts of 
the country tvliich make a requisition lor surrender deal witli the pwiin fccii 
proof of die offence and leave it to the State to make a requisition upon die odif r 
State in ■which the offender lias taken refuge. Requisition for surrender is not 
the function of the Courts but of die State. warrant issued by a Court for an 
offence committed in a country from its very nature has no extra-territorial opera- 
tion. It is only a command by the Court in the name of the sovereign to its 
officer to arrest an offender and to bring him before die Court. By taking a 
leqiiisition iti pursuance of a warrant issued b}' a Court of a State to anodicr Stair 
for assistance in securing the presence of die offender, diewan'antis notinvested 
ivitli extra-territorial opei-aiion. If die odicr State requested agrees to fend its aid 
to arrest the fugitive die arrest is made cidier by the issue-of an independent 
warrant or endorsement or authentication of die warrant of die Court which 
issued it. By endorsement or authenticadon of a warrant the country in which an 
offender has taken refuge signifies its ivillingncss to lent, its assistance, in imple- 
mentation of die treaties or international commitments and to secure the arrest 
of die offender. Tlie offender arrested pursuant to die -vi-arrant of an endorsement 
is brought before die Court of die country to which the requisition is made, and 
the Court holds an inquiry to determine whetiier die offender may be extradited. 
International commitment or treats- will be cfiective only if the Court of a country 
in wliicli die offender is arrested after enquiry is of die viesv diat the oSlndcr 
.should be surrendered. 


The functions which die Courts in die tivo countries peifonn arc diercfore 
different. The Court within whose jurisdiction the offence is committca decides^ 
whcdier dierc is prhna/acir emdence on whicli a requisition may be made to 
anodier countri- for surrender of the offender. TNfiien the State to ivhicli a rcnusi- 
tion is made agrees consistendy widiits infcrnaiiona! connnitnienis to fenditsaia 
the requisition is transmitted to the Police audioritics, and die Courts of that 
counn-y consider, according to their oM-n Jaws, wliedier die offender sho-uld be 
s'urrendercd — the enquiry is in die absence of express provisions to the contrary 
relating to die prhnG fane evidence of the commission of die offunce ■which is extra- 
ditable. the offence not being a polidcal offence nor that die requisition being a 
subterfuge to secure custody for trial for a political offence. 

Hic President of India adapted die Extradition Act, ipog. in certain particulars. 
Tlie Fugitive Offenders Act. i88i. and die Extradition .Act. 1870. in dicir applica- 
tion to India were however not repealed by the Indian Parliament and to die 
extent theyivere consistent -widi the constitutional scheme diey remained appher^ 
blc. By tiic dcclai-ation of the status of India as a Republic. Tnaia has not ceased 
to be a part of the Commomvcaldi and the Unit- d Kingdom and several Colonics 
liavc treated the Fugitive Offenders Act. 1881, as applicable to dicm for die pur- 
pose of honouring die requsition made by the Republic of India from time to 
time. 


TIic Chief Presidency Alagistratc had die power to issue the warrant for tfic 
arrest of Afore, because there veas prma facie c\'idcnce before Iiini tiiat Alorc hp.a 
committed certain offences which lie was comptent to try. The svarrani seas m 
Form II of Schedule A* of die Code of Criminal Procedure. If the svarrant was to 
be successfully executed against More who ■was not in India, assistance of the 
Executive Government had to be obtained. It is not an in^i^a'ion upon the 
a-uthorlts- bf the ‘Courts when tliey arc informed ' that certain procedure may be 
followed for obtaining the assistance of the executive Department of the Stale 
in securing tlirough diplomatic clianncls extradition of fugitive offenders. In- 
pursuance of tliat warrant, on the endorsement made by the Central Afagistratc 
Hong Kong. Alorc was arrested. Tlicsvarrant was issued v.'ith the knosvlcdgc that' 
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it could not be enforced within India and undoubtedly to secure tlie extradition, 
of More. Pursuant to the -^varrant the Ministry- of External Affairs, Government 
of India, moved tlirough dipolomatic channds. and persuaded tlie Colonial 
Secretary of Hong Kong to arrest and deliver More. Issue of the warrant 
and the procedure followed in transmitting the warrant were not illegal, not even 
irregular. 

It is true that under the Extradition Act XXXIV of 1962 no notification has 
been issued including Hong Kong in the list of the Commonsvealth countries from 
ivhich extradition of fugitives from justice may be secured. The provisions of 
the Extradition Act. 1962 cannot be availed of for securing the presence of More 
for trial in India. But tirat did not operate as a bar to the requisition made by 
the Ministry- of External Affairs. Government of India, if they tvere able to 
persuade the Colonial Secretar\-, Hong Kong, to deliver More for trial in this 
countre-. If tlie Colonial Secrctars’ of Hong Kong was ssdlling to hand over More 
for trial in tiiis country, it cannot be said that the svarrant issued by the Chiefi 
Presidency Alagistrate for the arrest of Alore with the aid of which requisition for 
securing his presence form Hong Kong .was to be made, seas illegal. 

It cannot be said that the enactment of the Extradition Act XXXIA' of 1962 
the Government of India is prohibited from securing through diplomatic 
channels tlie extradition of an offender for trial of an offence committed 'within 
India. Tlierc ^\as no illegalitv- committed by tlie Chief Presidency Alagistrate, 
Calcutta in sending the warrant to the Secretary, Home (Political) Department, 
Government of West Bengal, for transmission to die Government of India, 
Alinistry of External Affairs, for taking fordicr steps for securing the presence of 
Alore in India to undergo tidal. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 20th April, 
1967 of the Calcutta High Court in Criminal Revision No. 502 of 1966. 

B. Sai, Senior -Advocate, (P.K, Chakravarii, Advocate, "with him), for Appellants. 

A.S.R. Chari, Senior .Advocate {B.P. Mahesfiwari and Sobhag Mai Jain. .Advocates, 
with him), for Respondent No. 1. 

The Judgment of the Court tvas delivered by 

Skeh, j . — ^In the course of investigation of offences under section 420, 467, 47 r 
and 120-B, Indian Penal Code the Officer in charge of the investigation submitted 
an application before the Chief Presidency Alagistrate, Calcutta, for an order tliat a 
warrant for the arrest of Jugal Kishore A'lorc and certain other named persons be 
issued and that the warrant be forwarded with the relevant records and evidence to 
the Alinistry of External -A.ffairs, Government of India, for securing extradition 
of Afore v.ho was then believed to be in Hong Kong. It was stated in the application 
that More and others “ tvcrc parties to a criminal conspiracy in Calcutta between 
Alay, ig6i and December, 1962 to defraud tlie Government of India in respect of 
India’s foreign exchange ”, and their presence ivas required for trial. 

The Chief Presidency Alagistrate held an cnquir\- and recorded an order on 
19th July, 1965, that on the materials placed before him, a prima facie case was made 
out of a criminal conspiracy, teas ” hatclicd in Calcutta ” irithin his jurisdiction, 
and Afore teas one of the conspirators. He accordingly directed that a non-bailable 
warrant in Form II Schedule V of tlie Code of Criminal Procedure be issuea for the 
aiTest of Alore. and the warrant be sent to the Secretary Home (Political') Depart- 
ment. Government of West Bengal, witli a request to take all necessary steps to ensure 
execution of the warrant. .A copy of the icarrant was sent to the Commissioner of 
Police, Calcutta, for information. In the icarrant Alore was described as Alanager, 
Premko Traders of 7, 'Ws'ndhati Street and 28th King’s Road, Hong Kong. The 
Chief Presidency Alagistrate fonvarded to the Government of West Bengal, the 
warrant with attested copies of the ei’idcnce recorded at the enquiry and photostat 
copies of documents tendered by the prosecution in evidence “ in accordance with 
tile procedure laid doivn in Government of India, AIinistr\- of External .Affairs, letter 
s c J— 6 
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No. K/52/6131/41 dated 21st May, 1955”- The warrant was 
Government of West Bengal to the Ministry External Affam, ^^CTnm 
India. The Ministry of External Affairs forwarded thc ^^;arrant to the 
missoncr for India, Hong Kong, who m his turn, "^quested the Colonial be 
Hong Kong, for an order extraditing More ui^cr FugitAC Ofje “ ^ t, 

(44 and 45 Viet., c. 69), to India for trial for offences d^cribcd the^^'^arra^ . 

Central Magistrate, Hong Kong, endorsed Ac '' arra of Part IV of the 

Kon- Police, pursuant to section 13 of Part II and section 26 cd Far^^v 
Fn^tive Offenders Act. 1881 ■>, to arrest More. The order recited .- 

“ Whereas I have perused tlu^s warrant for the l^s-°in 

More * * * accused of an offence pumslianic d> 1 

Su..a. Republic oriudia, u-l.icl, avarran. 5 ”P°X^ 5 lT.te do»t of *c 
Presidency Magistrate, Calcutta, and is sea cd with g rj.tary in the 

said Magistrate, and is attested by S.K. Chatterjee, ^ ^ j seal of 

Ministry of External Affairs of tlic Republic of India and sealed sMtn u 

the said Ministiy ; , 

And whereas I am satisfied that this warrant w-as issued by a person 1 g 
ful authority to issue the same-; , t-- i „ \,rnre 

And whereas it has been represented to me that the said Juga is lO- 
* * * is suspected of being in the Colons , 

And wbcrca. Order in Council SR. and O. No. n8 of . 9 . 8 ^“ 

Part 11 of the Fugitive Offenders Act, India, 

British Possessions and Protective St^es including g 
appears to remain in full force and effect so far as the laiv ol tton„ 

‘'No'wtherefore under section , 3 of the » 

^indorse tliis warrant and autlionsc and comma d y ^ saidjuga| 

forthwitli to execute th^s Warrant m the Col y PP nj 

Kishore More, * * . r\i . c^tfrolonv to be further dealt witli accord- 

to bring him before a Magistrate of the said Colon> 

ing to law.” , .ngs. 

More was arrested on 24th November, ^6:^^ tlm^oyeSion raised on behalf of 

die Central Magistrate, Hong ,Koiig> j matter under the Fugitive 

More tliat the Court had no longer a “British Possession-. 

OffendersAct, i88i, since the Republic of India was not g 

On 1 6th May, ig66, Hanuman Codc*^ of Siminal Procedure 

irt of Calcutta a petition under ^ecc 439 ^^•arrant of arrest is^pd 


tion 439 ot the uioac oi - - - , 

•uourr OI c t p nrHpr ouashintc the warrant of arr«t is 

and Art. 227 of the Constitution for nn ^rde q ^ thereto and rcsti-aining the Chief 
against More and all proceedings a ' p . ^ taking any further 

Presidency Magistrate and die Se to be extradited from Hong 

suant to the said warrant of arrest ana earning ^o Court. 


.uarmth; said warrant of arrest ana c-mg ^f the High Court 

Kong to India. The petition ivas gjV {. presidency Magistrate was not 

\ Pov T held that the warrant issued by the omei ^ not 

illegal and the procedurc Antral Magistrate, Hong Kong, 

irregular. In his view the India eras a “ British Possession 

that for the purpose of the bv him according to the mum- 

was irrelevant since that was only at ic -p -.eouisition for extradition and 

cipal law of Hong Kong and by acceding t^the^^qms.t^ of 

™fgn rTgte tl^smtus oV “^Republic of India svas not affected. 

In the view of Gupta, J., the warrant ^med by j^'r^diedon^ tint the 

and the steps taken pursuant to Ae V f Government of India was also 

request made to the Hong Kong Governme > section 3 of the Extradition 

without authority in the absence of a notified ord ^ o to 

Act, 1962, and the High Court could not ignore the laiss ol the la , 
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support a gesture of comity to another nation,” that, \vhat ^vas done by the Hong 
Kong authorities pursuant to the request made for the surrender of More was “ not 
an instance of international comity but was regai-ded as the legal obligation under 
the Fugitive Offenders Act tinder which the Central Afagistrate, Hong Kong 
regarded India as a Colony or Possession of the British Commonwealth.” The 
case was tlien posted for hearing before B. Mukherji, J. The learned Judge held 
that the Chief Presidency Magistrate had no power to issue the warrant of arrest 
in the manner he Itad done , — a manner which in his vietv was “ unknown to the 
Code of Criminal Procedure,” since the Fugitive Offenders Act, i88i, had ceased, 
on the coming into force of the Constitution, to be part of the latv of India and could 
not on that account be resorted to for obtaining extradition of offenders from anotlier 
country; that the instructions issued b}^ the Government of India by letter No. 
3516-J dated 14th June, 1955, laying elown the procedure to be followed by the 
Courts for securing extradition of offenders from the Commonwealth countries 
should have been ignored by the Chief Presidency Alagistrate, and that the Extra- 
dition Act XXXIV of 1 962 did not authorise the Chief Presidency Magistrate to 
issue a tvarrant and to send it to the Secretary, Home (Political) Department, 
Government of West Bengal; that there “ was no legal basis for the requisition made 
by the Central Government to Hong Kong ” for extradition or surrender of Alore 
for the issue of the -warrant by the Chief Presidency Magistrate; and that the demand 
made by the Government of India to the Government of Hong Kong by making a 
requisition to Hong Kong for the arrest of More “ \\'as not a political act, beyond 
the purview of law and judicial scrutiny,” and being inconsistent with the lair 
ivas liable to be rectified. He observed that the Central Government had the 
power tmder section 3 of the Extradition Act, 1962, to issue a notification for includ- 
ing Hong Kong in the list of countries from which offenders may be extradited, 
but since the Government had not issued any notification under that clause in 
exercise of the executive power, the Government could not attempt in violation of 
the statutory procedure seek extradition which the late of India did not permit. 
The learned Judge accordingly ordered that the \varrant of arrest dated 30th July, 
1965 issued by the Chief Presidency Magistrate, Calcutta, against More and all 
subsequent proceedings taken by the Chief Presidency A'lagistrate and the otltcr 
respondents be quashed. The State of West Bengal has appealed to this Court 
with Special Leave. 

Extradition is the surrender by one State to another of a person desired to be 
dealt with for crimes of ^vhich he has been accused or convicted and which arc 
justiciable in the Courts of the other State. Surrender of a person ^v•ithin the 
State to another State— whether a citizen or an alien — is a political act done in 
pursuance of a treaty or an arrangement ad hoc. It is founded on the broad principle 
that it is in the interest of civilized communities that crimes should not go unpunished, 
and on that account it is recognised as a part of the comity of nations tliat one State 
should ordinarily afford to another State assistance towards bringing offenders to 
justice. The las\- relating to extradition between independent States is based on 
treaties. But the law has operation — national as well as international. It 
governs international relationship between the sovereign States which is secured by 
treaty obligations. But whether an offender should be handed over purusant to a 
l equisition is determined by the domestic law of the State on which the requisition 
is made. Though extradition is granted in implementation of the international 
commitments of the State the procedure to be followed by the Courts in deciding, 
whether extradition should be granted and on what, terms, is determined by the 
municipal law. 

As observed in Wheaten’s International Law, Vol. I, 6th Edition, page 213 : 

“ The constitutional doctrine in England is tliat the Crown may make treaties 
with foreign States for the extradition of criminals, but those treaties can only be 
carried into effect by Act of Parliament, for the executive has no potver, widiout 
statutory authority, to seize an alien here and deliver him to a foreign pois-er.” 
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Sancticm behind an order of extradition is therefore, the international commitment 
of the State under ivhich the Court functions, but Courts jealously seek to protect 
the right of tlic individual by insisting upon strict compliance ivitli the conditions 
picccdcnt to surrender. The Courts of tlic country which make a requisition for 
surrender deal w’ith xheprima facie proof of the offence and leave it to tlie State to 
make a requisition upon the otlicr State in which. the offender has taken refuge. 
Requisition for surrender is not the function of the Courts but of the State, A 
ivarrant issued by a Court for an offence committed in a country from its very nature 
has no extra-territorial operation. It is only a command by the Court in the name 
of the sovereign to its officer to arrest an offender and to bring him before the Court. 
By making a requisition is pursuance of a ivarrant issued by a Court of a State to 
another State for assistance in securing the presence of the offender, the ivarrant 
IS not invested ’witli extra-territorial operation. If the otlier State requested agrees 
to lend its aid to arrest the fugitive tlie arrest is made either by the issue of an indepen- 
dent ivarrant or endorsement or authentication of tlie ivarrant of the Court which 
issued it. By endorsement or authentication of a ivarrant the country in which an 
offender has taken refuge signifies its willingness to lend its assistance, in implemen- 
tation of the treaties or international commitments and to secure tlie arrest of the 
offender. The offender arrested pursuant, to tlie warrant or an endoiscment is 
brought before the Court of the country to which tlie requisition is made, and the 
Court holds an inquiry to determine whether the offender may be extradited. Inter- 
national commitment or treaty will be effeetive only if ihe Court of a country in 
which the offender is arrested after enquiry’ is of tlie idt w that the offender should be 
surrendered. 


The functions ivhich the Courts in die tivo countries perform arc therefore 
different. The Court within ivhosc jurisdiction the offence is committed decides- 
whether there is prima fade evidence on ivhich a requisition may be made to another 
country for surrender of the offender. When the State to which a requisition is 
made agrees consistently ivith its international commitments to lend its aid the 
requisition is transmitted to die Police authorities, and the Courts of that country 
consider, according to dicir oivn laws, whether the offender should be surrendered — 
the enquiry is in the absence of express provisions to the contrary relating to die 
prii, a facie evidence of the commission of the offence ivhich is extraditable, the offence 
not being a political offence nor that the icquisition being a subterfuge to secure 
custody for ti-ial for a political offence. . - 

Prior to 26th January, 1950, there was in force in India the Indian Extradition 
Act XV of 1903, ivhich as the Preamble expressly enacted ivas intended to provide 
for the more convenient administration of the Extradition .A.cts of 1870 and 1873, and 
the Foreign Jurisdiction Act of i88i — ^both enacted by the British Parliament. 
The .A.ct enacted machinery’ in Chapter II for the surrender of fugitive criminals 
in case of Foreign States i.e.. States to ivhich the Exti'adition .Act of 1870 and 187s 
applied and in Chapter II for surrender offugitivc offenders in case of His Majesty s- 
Dominions.” The Extradition Acts of 1870 and 1873 sought to give effect to 
arrangements made ivith foreign States with respect to the surrender to such States, 
of any' fugitive criminals Her Majesty’ may by Order in Council, direct and to pres- 
cribe the procedure for extraditing fugitive offendeis to such foicign states. 

•As observed in Halsbury's Laws of England, A'ohmu' 16. 3rd edition, 1 161 at 
page 567; 

■■ When a treaty has been made with a foreign State and the Extraditiori. 
Acts have been applied by Order in Council, one of Her hlajcsty’s principal 
Secretaries of State may, upon a requisition made to him by’ some person recog- 
nised by him as a diplomatic representative of that foreign State, by order under 
his hand and seal, signify to a police magistrate tliat such a requisition has been, 
made and require him to issue his warrant for the apprehension of the fugitive 
ciiminal if the criminal is in, or is suspected of being in, the United Kingdom.” 
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The warrant may then be issued by a police magistrate on receipt of the order 
of the Secretary of State and upon such evidence as would in his opinion justify 
the issue of the -warrant if the crime had been committed or the criminal convicted 
in England. 

The procedure for extradition of fugitive offenders from “ British possessions ” 
was less complicated. When the Extradition Act was applied by Order in Council 
unless it was otherwise provided by such Order, the Act e.xtended to every “ British 
possession ” in the same manner as if throughout the Act the “ British possession ” 
were substituted for the United Kingdom but with certain modifications in proce- 
dure. 

Under Part I of the Fugitive Offenders Act, i88i a warrant issued in one part 
of tlte Crown’s Dominion for apprehension of a fugitive offender, could be endorsed 
for execution in another Dominion. After the fugitive ^vas apprehended he was 
brought before the Magistrate who heard the case in the same manner and had the 
same jurisdiction and po^vcrs as if the fugitive was charged \vith an offence committed 
within the Magistrate’s jurisdiction. If the Magistrate was satisfied, after expiry 
of 15 days' from the date on which the fugitive was committed to prison, he could 
make an order for surrender of the fugitive on the warrant issued by the Se cretary 
of State or an appropriate officer. There tvas also provision for “ inter-Colonial 
backing of warrants ” within groups of “ British possessions ” to which Part i of 
the Fugitive Offienders Act, 1881 had been hppHtd by Order in Council. In 
such groups a more rapid procedure for the return of fugitive offenders between 
possessions of the same gi-oup \vas in force. Where in a “British possession,” 
of a group to which Part II of the Act applied, a ^varrant ^vas issued for the appre- 
hension of a person accused of an offence punishable in that possession and such 
term is dr was suspected of being, in or on the tvay to another British possession of 
the same group, a magistrate in tlie last-mentioned possession, if satisfied that the 
warrant was issued by a person having lawful authority to issue the same, -was bound 
to endorse such warrant, and the trarrant so endorsed was sufficient autltority to 
apprehend, within the jurisdiction of the endorsing magistrate:, the person named 
in the ^varrant, and to bring him be fore the endorsing magistrate or some’ oth.cr 
magistrate in the same possession. If the magistrate bt fore whom a person appre- 
hended -was brought ^vas satisfied that the warrant was duly authenticated and ^vas 
issued by a person having la-\vful authority to issue it, and the identity of the pri- 
soner was established he could order the prisoner to be returned to the British 
possession in which the ^var^ant ^vas issued, and for that purpose to deliver into the 
custody of the persons to whom the ^\•ar^ant was addressed or of any one or more 
of them, and to be held in custody and conveyed to that possession, tlrere to be dealt 
■\vith according to law as 'if he had been there apprehended. ■ This was in brief 
the procedure prior to 26th January, 1950. 

The President of India adapted the Extradition Act, 1903, in certain particulars. 
The Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881 and the Extradition Act, 1870, in thrir application 
to India were however hot repealed by the Indian Parliament and to the exitent 
they ^vere consistent -with the constitutional scheme they remained applicable. 
In order to maintain the continued application of laws the British Parliament, 
notwithstanding India becoming a Republic, the British Parliament, enacted the 
India (Consf-quential Provisions) Act, 1949 which by section i provided: — 

“ (i) On and after the date of India’s becoming a republic, all existing law, 
that is to say, all law which, tvhether being a rule of latv or a provision of an Act 
of Parliament or of any other enactment or instrument whatsoever, is in force on 
that date or has been passed or made before tliat date and comes into force there- 
after, shall, until provision to the contrary is made by the authority having power 
to alter that la\v and subject to the provisions of sub-section (3) of tlris section, 
have tlie same operation in relation to India, and to persons and things in any 
way belonging to or connected with India, as it would have had if India had not 
become a republic. 
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(3) His Majesty may by Order in Council make provision for such satis- 
laction of any existing law to which this Act extends as may appear to him to be 
necessary or expedient in view of India’s becoming a republic while remaining a 
member of the Commomvealth, and sub-section ( i ) of this section shall have effect 
in relation to any such laws as modified by such an order in so far as the contrarv 
intention appears in the order. An Order in Council under this section: — 

(fl) may be tnade either before or after India becomes a republic, and may 
be revoked or varied hy a subsequent Order in Council: and 

(i) shall be subject to annulment in pursuance of a resolution of eitlier 
House of Parliament.’’ 

^954 Court was called upon to decide a case relating to extradition 
to Singapore, a British Colony, of a person alleged to be a fugitive offender. 77if 
Slate of Madras v. C. G. Menoit and another^. In that case Menon and his wile were 
apprehended and produced bclbrc tlic Chief IVesidency Alagistrate, Madras, 
pursuant to warrants of arrest issued under the provisions of the Fugitive Offenders- 
Act. i88j. Arrests -were made in pursuance of requisition made by the Colonial 
Secretary of Singapore requesting the assistance of the Government of India to 
arrest and return to the Colony of Singapore Mcnons under warrants issued by the 
Police Magistrate of Singapore, hfenons pleaded that the Fugitive Act, 1S81- 
undcr which the action was sought to be taken against tlicm teas repugnant to the 
Constitution of India and was void and unenforceable. The Chief Presidency 
h'lagistrate referred two questions of law for decision of the High Court of Madras : 

(1) Whctlicr the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, aipplies to India after 26th 
January, 1950, when India became a Sovereign Democratic Republic; and 

(2) Whether, even if it applied, it or any ofits provisions, particularly Part 11 
thereof^ is repugnant to the Constitution of India, and is therefore void and or 
inoperative. 

The High Court held that the Fugitive Offenders Act ivas inconsistent irith the 
fundamental right of equal protection of the laws guaranteed by Article 14 of the 
Constitution and was void to that extent and unenforceable against the petitioners. 

In appeal brought to this Court it was observed: 

“ It is plain from the * * ^ provisions of the Fugitive Offenders- 

Act as well as from the Order in Council that British Possessions which "were 
contiguous to one another and between whom there was frequent inter-communi- 
cation were treated for purposes of the Fugitive Oflenders .Act as one integrated 
territory and a summary procedure was adopted for the purpose of e.xtraditing 
persons* who had committed ofS-nccs in these integrated territories. As the 
laws prevailing in those possessions were substantially the same, the requirement 
that no fugitive will be surrendered unless a frirna fade case -was made against 
him was dispensed -ivith. Under the India Extradition Act, 1903. also a similar 
requirement is insisted upon before a person can be extradited. 

The situation completely changed when India became a Sovereign Democratic 
Republic. After the achievement of independence and tlie coming into force 
of die new Constitution by no strength of imagination could India be described' 
as a British Possession and it could not be grouped fay an Order in Council 
amongst those Possessions. Truly speaking, it became a foreign territorj' so far 
as otlicr British Posst-ssions arc concerned and the extradition of person taking 
asylum in India, having committed offences in British Possessions, could only be 
dealt witli by an arrangement between the Sovereign Democratic Republic oF 
India and the British Govemmeat and given efit ct to by appropriate h gislation. 

The Union Parliament has not so far enacted any late on the subject and it sins- 
not suggested tliat any arrangement has been arrived at between these two. 


t.f>954) S.C.J. 621 ; (1954) a ^LL.J. 197 : (J955) i S.CJL a8o. 
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Governments. The Indian Extradition Act. 1903, has been adapted but the 
Fugitb'e Offenders Act, i88i,tvhich was an Act of the British Parliament has been, 
left severely alone. The provisions of that Act could only be made applicable 
to India by incorporating them with appropriate changes into an Act of tlte 
Indian Parliament and by enacting an Indian Fugitive Offenders Act. In the 
absence of any legislation on those lines, it seems difficult to hold that section 12- 
or section 14 of the Fugitive Offenders Act has force in India by reason of the 
provisions of Article 372 of the Constitution. Th.e whole basis for the applicability 
of Part II of the Fugitive Offenders Act has gone: India is no longer a British 
Possession and no Order in Council can be made to group it with other British 
Possessions. =:=*»* political background and shape 

of things when Part II of the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, \vas enacted and 
envisaged by that Act having completely changed, it is not possible without 
radical legislative changes to adapt that Act to the changed conditions. That 
being so. in our opinion the tentative view expressed by the Presidency Magistrate 
was right * * * # 

After this judgment was delivered, the Government of India, Ministry of External 
Affairs, issued a notification on 21st May, 1955, to all State Governments of Part 
A, B, C & D States. It was stated in the notification that: 

“ in a certain case of extradition of an offender, the Supreme Court 

of India recently ruled that in the changed circumstances, the English Fugitive 
Offenders Act, 1881. is no longer applicable to India. There can, thcrePore, be 
no question of issuing a tvarrant of arrest, addressed to a foreign police or a 
foreign Court, in respect of persons who arc residing outside India except in 
accordance with the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898. 

(2) In tlie circumstances, to obtain a fugitive offender from the United 
Kingdom and other Commonwealth countries, the follo\ving procccdure may be 
adopted as long as the new Indian Extradition law is not enacted and the Com- 
monwealtlt countries continued to honour our requests for the surrender of the- 
fugitive offenders notwithstanding decisions of the Supreme Court," 

(a) The Magistrate concerned will issue a warrant for the arrest of the 
fugitive offender to Police officials of India in the usual form prescribed under the 
Code of Criminal Procedure, i8g8. 

(b) The warrant for arrest, accompanied by all such doctunents as would 
enable a prima facie, case to be established against the accused will be submitted 
by the Magistrate to the Government rf India in the Ministiy of Extcinal Affaii^, 
through the State Government concerned. 

3. This Ministr)-, in consultation with the Ministries of Home Affairs, and' 
Law, will make a requisition for the surrender of a fugitive offender in the form 
of a letter, requesting the Secretary of State (in the case of Dominions, the appro- 
priate authority in the Dominion) to get the warrant endorsed in accordance with 
law. This letter will be addressed to the Secretary of State (or offier appropriate 
authority in case of Dominions) through the High Commissioner for India in 
the United Kingdom/Dominion concerned and ■will be accompanied by the 
warrant issued by the Magistrate at {a) of para 2 above and other documents- 
received therewith."' 

The Chief Presidency Magistrate, Calcutta made out tire -vvarrant for the arrest oF 
^Core pursuant to that notification and sent the warrant to the Secretary, Home 
(Political) Department, Government of West Bengal. Validity of the steps taken in 
accordance with the notification by the Chief Presidency Magistrate is questioned 
in this appeal. 

To complete the narrative, it is necessary- to refer to the Extradition Act XXXIV 
of 1 962 . The Parliament has enacted Act XXXIV 011962 to consolidate and amend 
the law relating to the e-xtradition of fugitive criminals. It makes provisions by 
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o extradition of fugitive criminals to foreign States and to Coinmoii- 
return^ Chapter III docs not apply. Chapter III deals svith th.c 

return of fugitnc criminals to Commonu'calth countries leith extradition arrange- 
ments. By section 12 it is provided; 


, . (0 This Chapter shall apply only to any such Commomvcalth coiintrv to 
n-Juch, by reason of an extradition arrangement entered into ivith that couiitrv. 
It may seem expedient to the Central Government to apply die same. 

(2) cvcrv-such application shall be by notified order, and the Central Govern- 
ment may, by die ^mc or any subsequent notified order, direct that this Chapter 
and Chapters I, IV and \ shall, in relation to any such Commonuxalth country, 
appK subject to such modifications, exceptions, conditions and qualifications as 
itmay think lit to specif}' in the order for the purpose ofimplementing the arrange- 
ment,” ^ ^ 


.‘Section 13 provides that the fugitive criminals from Commonwealth countries may 
he apprehended and returned. Chapter IV deals tvidi the surrender or return of 
accused or convicted persons from foreign States or Commomvcalth countries. 
By section 19 it tvas provided dxat: — 

” (i) A requisition for die surrender of a person accused or convicted of an 
extradition offence committed in India and uho is or is suspected to be, in any 
foreign State or a Commonwealth countrj' to which Chapter III docs not apply, 
may be made by the Central Government ; — 

{«) to a diplomatic repicsentativc of diat State or country at Delhi: or 

(b) to the Government of that State or country through the displomatic 
repi-esentative of India in that State or country; 

and if neither of these modes is convenient, d>e requisition shall be made in 
such other mode as is setded by arrangement made by ihe Government of India 
•with that State or countr}-. 

(2) A Warrant issued by a Magistrate in India tor die apprehension of any 
person who is, or is suspected to be, in any Conunonwealdi country to ivhich 
Chapter III applies shall be in such form as may be prescribed." 


By clause (a) of section 2 die expression “Commonwealth country” means “ a Com- 
monwealth country specified in the First Schedule and such other Commomveahh 
country as may be added to that Sdiedule by the Central Government by notifica- 
tion in die Official Gazette, and includes ever}' constituent part, colony or dcpcndcnc}' 
of any Commonwealth country so specified or added,” But in die Schedule to die 
A.ct “ Hong Kong ” is not specified as one of die Commonwealth countries and no 
notification has been issued by the Government of India under section 2 (s) adding 
to the First Schedule “ Hong" Kong” as a Ckimmonwcalth countr}’. It is common 
ground between the parties that the provisions of die Extradition Act, 1962. could 
not be resorted to for making the requisition for surrender of the fugitive offender 
from Hong Kong and no attempt was made in that behalf. 

Validity of the action taken by the Chief Presidenc}-hlagistratc must, therefore, 
"be adjudged in the light of die action taken pursuant to the notification issued by 
the Government of India on 21st hlay, i 953 * Counsel for the respondent More 
urged that die warrant issued by die Chitff Presidency hfagistratc w^ intended to 
”be and could in its very nature be a legal ■warrant enforceable within India ; 
it had no extra-territorial operation and could not be enforced outside India, and 
-ivhcn the Central Magistrate, Hong Kong, purported to endorse diat ■warrant for 
enforcement ivithin Hong Kong he had no authoriU’ to do so. But this Court has 
no authority to sit in judgment over the order passed by the Hong Kong Central 
Jvlagistrate. The Magistrate acted in accordance widi the municipal Jaiv of Hong 
Kong and agreed to the surrender of the offender : his action cannot be challenged 
.in this Court. 
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It may also be pointed oTit that Form II of the ivarrant prescribed in Schedule, 
V.of the.CkKie of Criminal Procedure only issues. a direction under the authoritv of 
the Xlagistrtate to a Police Officer to arrest a named person and to produce him 
before ffie Court. It does not state that the warrant shall be executed in any- 
designated place or area. By secrion 82 of the Code of Criminal Procedure a 
warrant of arr^t may be executed at any place in India. That pro\-ision does not 
impose any restriction upon the power of the Police Officer. The section only - 
dedares. in that, every 'tvarrant issued by any Alapstrate in-India may- be executed at 
any place in India : execution of the warrant is not restricted to the local limits - 
of the jurisdiction of the Magistrate issuing the warrant or of the Court to which he 
is subordinate. 

In Eizberor^-, ViT.cyd:_ Dcmadcr Scvcrkar and others'^, the Bombay High Court' 
considered the question whether a person who was brought to the country and was 
charged before a A'lagistrate with an offence imder the Indian Penal Code was 
entitled to challenge the manner in which he was brought into the coimtry' from a 
foreign country. Savarkar rvas charged with conspiracy under sections 121, lar-Aj 
122 and 123 of the Indian Penal Code. He was arrested in the United Kingdom ’ 
and brought to India after arrest xmder the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881. When 
the ship in which he was being brought to India was near French territory ■ 
Savarlar escaped from Police custody and set foot on French territory at Marseilles. 
He was arrested by the Police Officers without reference to the French Police 
Authorities and brought to India. It was contended at the trial of Savarkar that he 
vras not liable to be tried in India, since an-est by the Indian Police Officers in a foreign 
territory- was without jurisdiction. Scott, C.J., who delivered the principal judgment 
of the -Court -rejected the contention. He observed : 

“Where'a man is in the country and is charged before a Alagistrate with an 
offence under the Penal Code it will not avail h i m to say- that he w-as bro;u^t there 
. illtgally from a foreign country.’’ ■ - . . 

It is true that Savarkar was pibduced .before the Court and he raised an objection ' 
about , the validity of ^ -trial on the.plea that he was illegally brought' to Iridfa,*' 
after unlawful arrest in'forei^ territory. In the present case we are concerned 
with a stage anterior to that. The respondent More though arrested in a foreign 
-coirntry- Iav\-fuliy by the order of the Central Magistrate, Hong Kong, had not been 
surrendered and the invalidity of the warrant issued. by the Chief Presidency 
Alagistrate is set up as a' ground for refusing to obtain extradition of the offender. ■ 
But on the principle of X^r.ckyck Demodar Sacciiar s case^, the contention about the 
invalidity-- of the arr^t cannot affect the jurisdiction of the Courts in India to try 
Alore if and when he is brought here. 

The Indian Extradition Act X\^ of 1903 which was enacted to provide for the 
more convenient administration of the English Extradition Act, 1870 and 1873 hnd 
theFugitiveOffenders Act, 188 r, remained in operation. But after 26th January, 
1950, bidia is no longer a “ British Possession.” In C.G. ^Tenon’s cese-, it vVas decided 
by this Co'ort that application of sections 12' and 14 of the Fugitive Offenders Act. 
1881, for surrendering an offender to a Commonwealth country in pursuance of a 
requisition under the Fugitive Offenders. ‘Act, r88i, is inconsistent with the political 
-status of India. It is-somewhat unfortunate that the Court hearing that case was 
not invited to say- anything about the operation of the India (Consequential Provi- 
sion) Act, 1949. ■ - 

But C. G. X£er.on.-s cese-, was a reverse case, in that, the Colonial Sccretarv' of 
Singapore had made a requisition for surrender of the offender for trial for’ offences 
of crirriinal breach of trust in Singapore. Whether having regard to the political 
status of India since 26th January-, 1950, the Fu^dve Offenders -A.ct, i88r,in so far as 
it purported to treat Ind ia as a “ B ritish Possession’’ imposed an obUgation to deliver 
-offenders in pursuance of the India (Consequendai Provision) Act . i 029 is' a question 

I. (1911) 35 Bom. =25. , 2.' (1954) S.CJ. 621 : (1954) o jg-, . 
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on ^vIuch it is not necessary to express an opinion. By the declaration of the status 
of India as a Republic, India has not ceased to be a part of the Commonwealtii and 
the United Kingdom and several Colonies have treated the Fugitive Offenders Act,. 
i88i, as applicable to them for the purpose of honouring the requisition made by the 
Republic of India from time to time. IniZr, Government of India and Mubarak AH Ahmed'^ 
an attempt to resist in tlie High Court in England the requisition by the republic of 
India to surrender an offender ^vho had committed offences in India and had fled 
justice failed. Mubarak Ali a native of Pakistan w^as being tried in the Courts in 
India on charges of forgery and fraud. He broke his bail and fled to Pakistan and 
thereafter to England. He •was arrested on a provisional tvarrant issued by the 
London Metropolitan Magistrate on the application of the Government of India.. 
After hearing legal submissions the Metropolitan Magistrate made an order under 
section 5 of the Fugitive Offenders Act, i88j, for Mubarak Ali’s detention in custody 
pending his return to India to answer tlie charges made against him. ' Mubarak Ali 
then filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus before the Queen’s Bench of the High 
Court. It -was held that the Fugitive Offenders Act, 18B/, was in force behveen 
India and Great Britain on afitli January, J950, when India became a republic and 
it was "continued to apply by virtue of section i (i) of the India (Consequential 
Provision) Act, r949, and, therefore, the Magistrate h.ad jurisdiction to make the 
order for the applicant’s return. Pursuant to the requsition made by the Govern- 
ment of India, Mubarak Ali was surrendered by the British Govermnent. 
Mubarak Ali ■was then brought to India and was tried and convicted. , One on tlie 
offences for which he tvas tried resulted in his conviction and an appeal svas brought 
to this Court in Mubarak Ali Ahmed v. The State of Bombay-. 

There are other cases as rvell, in rvhich orders ^\^eTc made by the British Courts 
complying with the requisitions made by the Governments of Republics within 
the Commonwealth, for extradition of offenders under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 
1881. An offender from Ghana •was ordered to be extradited pursuant to the Ghana 
(Consequential Provision) Act, i960, even after Ghana became a republic- Re. 
J^wesi Armah^. On ist July, i960, Ghana while remaining by virtue of the Ghana 
(Consequential Provision) Act, i960, a member of the Commonwealth became 
Republic. Kwesi Armah who was a Minister in Ghana fled the country in ipdfi 
and took refuge in the United Kingdom. He ^vas arrested under a provisional 
warrant issued under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881. The Metropolitan Magis- 
trate being satisfied that the Act of 1881 still applied to Ghana and that a prima facie 
case had been made out against tlie applicant in respect of two alleged contraventions 
of the Ghana Criminal Code, i960, by corruption and extortion -when he was a 
public officer, committed Kwesi Armah to prison pending his return to Ghana to 
undergo trial. A petition for a writ of habeas corpus before the Queen's Bench 
Division of the High Court was reiused. Edmimd Davies, J., ■leas of the view" that 
the Act of 1881 applied to the Republic of Ghana, in its new form, just as it did 
before the coup d’etat of Februarj-, 1966. The case was then carried to the House 
of Lords : Armah v. Government of Ghana and another*. The questions decided by the 
House of Lords have no relevance in this case. But it was not even argued that a 
fugitive offender from a republic svhich was a member of the Commonwealth could 
not be extradited under tire Fugitiv-e Offenders Act, 1881. 

There is vet another recent judgment of the House of Lords dealing witli 
repatriation of a citizen of the Republic of C>-prus : Zucharia v. Republic of Cyprus 
and another^. 'Warrants were issued against Zacharia on charges before the Courts 
in Cyprus of offences of abduction, demanding money rvith menaces and murder. 
Under the orders issued by a Bow Street Magistrate under section 5 of the Fugitive 
Offenders Act, 1881, Zacharia rvas committed to prison pending his return to 
Cyprus. An application for a svrit of habeas corpus on the ground that the offences 
alleged against him were political and that the application for the return of tlic 
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fugitive was made out of motive for revenge was rejected by the Queen’s Bench. 
Division, and it was ordered that Zacharia be repatriated. The order -was confirmed 
in appeal to the House of Lords. 

Merely because for the purpose of the extradition procedure, in a statute passed. 
before the attainment ofindependence by the former Colonies and dependencies, 
certain territories continue to be referred to as “ British Possessions ”, the statute does- 
not become inapplicable to those territories. The expression “ British Possession ” 
in the old statutes merely survives as an artificial mode of reference, undoubtedly 
not consistent with political realities, and but does not imply for the purpose of the 
statute or other^vise political dependence of the Government of the territories referred 
to. It is not for the Courts of India to take umbrage at expressions used in statutes 
of other countries and to refuse to give effect to Indian Laws which govern the 
problems arising before them. It is interesting to note that by express enactment 
the Fugitive Offenders Act, i88i, remains in force as a part of the law of the Republic 
of Ireland : see Ireland Act, 1949 (12, 13 & 14 Geo. 6. c. 41). In Halsbury’s Laws 
of England, 3rd Edition, Volume 5, Article 987, page 433 — .in dealing ^vith the 
expression “ Her Majesty’s Dominions” in old statutes, it is observed ; 

“ The term ‘ Her Majesty’s Dominions ’ means all the territories under the- 
sovereignty of the Crown, and the territorial w'aters adjacent thereto. In special 
cases it may include territories under the protection of the Cro-ivn and mandated 
and trust territories. References to Her Majesty’s dominions contained in statutes, 
passed before India became a republic are still to be construed as including Indiap 
it is usual to name India separately from Her Majesty’s dominions in statutes 
passed since India became a republic.” 

In foot-note (i) on page 433 it is stated, British India, which included the whole off 
India except the Princely States ; and the Government of India Act, 1935 as amend- 
ed by section 8 of the India and Burma (Miscellaneous Amendments) Act, 1940, 
formed part of Her Majesty’s dominions and was a British possession, although it was 
not included within the definition of “ colony ”. The territory comprised in British 
India was partitioned between the Dominions of India and Pakistan (Indian Inde- 
pendence Act, 1947), but the law relating to the definition of Her Majesty’s domi- 
nions was not thereby changed, and it w'as continued in being by the India (Conse- 
quential Provision) Act, 1949 (12, 13 and 14 Geo. 6 c. 92), passed in contemplation, 
of the adoption of a republican constitution by India. India is now a sovereign 
republic, but that by itself does not render the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, inappli- 
cable to India. 

If the question were a live question, we would have thought it necessary to refer 
the case to a larger Bench for considering the true effect of the judgment in C.G. 
AlenotHs case\ But by the Extradition Act XXXIV of 1962 the Extradition Act, 
1870 and the latter Acts and also the Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, have been 
repealed and the question about extradition by India of fugitive offenders under 
those Acts will not hereafter arise. 

We are not called upon to consider whether in exercise of tire potver under tire 
Fugitive Offenders Act a Magistrate in India may direct extradition of a fugitive 
offender from a “ British Possession ”, who has taken refuge in India. It is sufficient 
to observe that the Colonial Secretary of Hong Kong was according to the law appli- 
cable in Hong Kong competent to give effect to the -warrant issued by the Chief 
Presidency Magistrate, Calcutta, and the Central Magistrate, Hong Kono-, had 
jurisdiction under the Fugitive Offenders Act, and. after holding inquir)', to direct 
that More be surrendered to India. The order of surrender ts-as valid according to 
the law in force in Hong Kong, and we are unable to appreciate the grounds oil 
tvhich invalidity can be attributed to the warrant issued by the Chief Presidency 
Magistrate, Calcutta, for the arrest of More. That tlie Chief Presidency Magistrate 
was comptent to issue a warrant for the anest of More against tvhom there was 
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prima facie c^videncc to show tliat he had committed an offaicc in India is not denied. 
If die Chief Presidency Magisti-atc had issued the. warrant to tlie Commissioner of 
Police and die Commissioner of Police had approadicd die Ministry pf External 
Affairs., Government of India, tidier dirough die local Government or directly 
M-idi a vieiv to secure the assistance of die Government of Hong Kong for 'facilitating 
extradition of More, no fault can be found. But Gupta, J., and MuHieiJi. J., 
diought that the notification issued by die Government of India setting out the pio- 
cedure to be folloived by a Magistrate, ivherc the offenderis not in Indian territory 
and his extradition is to be secured, amounted to an invasion on the audiority of die 
Courts. IVe do not think diat any such affront is intended by issuing the liotification. 
The Fugitive Offenders Act, i88i, had not been expressly repealed even after afitli 
January, 1950. It had a limited operation : the odier countries of the Common- 
wcaltli were apparendy is'illing to honour the international commitments -uliicli 
arose out of the provisions of diat Act. But this Court on the view diat since India 
had become a Republic, held diat die Fugitive Offenders Act could not be enforced 
in this country, that decision presented to the Government of India a problem 
•which had to be resolved by devising machinery for securing the presence of a 
offenders who ■were fugitives from justice. The notification issued was only in die 
nature of advise about the procedure to be foUoivcd and did not in any manner seek 
to impose any c-xecutivc will upon the Courts in matters judieial. Observations 
made by Mukherji, J., diat the notification issued by the Central Government 
uudiorising die Chief Presidency hlagistrate to issue the warrant in the manner he 
had done, came “ nowhere near the law '' and “ to a Court of law it is waste 
paper beneath its notice ” appear to proceed upon an incorrect vicir of the object 
of the notification. 

The Chief Presidency Alagistratc had die power to issue die ivarrant for die • 
arrest of More, because there was prima facie cHdcnce before him that Alore had com- 
mitted certain offences wliicli he was competent to try. Tlie ivarrant teas in 
Form II ofSdiedulc V of the Code of Criminal Procedure. If die warrant was to 
Tie successfully executed against More who n-as not in India, assistance of die exe- 
cutive Government had to be obtained. It is not an im-asion upon the authority' 
of the Courts ivhen they arc informed tiiat certain procedure may be followed for 
-obtaining the assistance of the executive Department of die State in securing dirough 
-diplomatic channels extradition of fugitive offenders. In pursuance of that ivairant, 
on die pndorsement made by the Central Jkfagistrate. Hong Kong, More was 
-arrested. The warrant was issued Mdi the knowledge diat it could not be 
enforced witiiin India and undoubtedly to secure die extradition of More. -Purusant 
to die warrant die l^finistry of External Affairs, Govemmentofindia, moved dirougli 
diplomatic channels, and persuaded the Colonial Secretary of Hong Kong to arri-st 
-and deliver More. Issue of die rvarrant and the procedure foUotred in transmitting 
the warrant were not illegal, not even iircgular. 

One more nrmiment remains to be noticed. It is true that imdcr the Extradi- 
tion .\ct XXXIV^f 1962 no notification has been issued including Hong Rons in 
the list of the Commonsvcaldi countries from which extradition of fugitives from 
justice may be secured. The piovisions of the Extjadition Act, 1962. cannot be 
availed of for securing die presence of More for trial in India. But diat did not. 
in our judgment, operate as a bar to the requisition made by die Ministry of External 
Affairs, Government of India, if dicy were able to persuade the Coloni^ Sccrclart*. 
Hong Kong, to deliver hforc for trial in this country. If the Colonial Secretary of 
Hong Kong was willing to hand over iMorc for trial in this country, it cannot be 
said that die warrant issued by the Chief Presidency Magistrate for the arrest 
-of More with the aid of which requisition for securing his presence from Hong 
Kong w’as to be made, iras illegal, 

^Ve arc unable to agree iridi the Higli Court that because of the enactment of 
the Extradition Act XXXIV of 1962 die Government of India is prohibited from 
securing through d-iploraaticjchanncls the extradition of an offendtr for trial of an 
-offence committed within India. There was, in our judgment no illegality com- 
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mitted by tlie Chief Presidency Alagistrate, Calcutta, in sending the tvarrant to tlxe 
Secretary, Home (Political) Department, Government of West Bengal, for transmis- 
sion to the Government of India, Ministry of External Affairs, for taking fm-thcr 
steps for securing the presence of More in India to undergo ti’iai. 

The appeal must therefore be allowed and the order passed by the High Court 
set aside. The writ petition filed by More must be dismissed. 

V.M.K. Appe-A allowed, 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — ^J. C. Shah, V. Ramaswami and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

V. D. M. Rm. M. Rm. Muthiah Chettiar .. Appellant* 

V. - . . ' 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Madras ... Respondejit. 

Income-tax Act {XI of 1922), sections 16 (3) (a) {ii), 22 (2), 22 (5), 34 (1) (a), 
34 (1) (b) and 40 — Return of income — Individual — Partnership partiadars — Non- 
disclosure of share incomes of wife and minor children — Whether amoimts to failure 
to disclose ^'necessary'" information — Validity of reassessment beyond four years - — 
Inclusion of share incomes of wife and minoi children- — Duty of the Income-tax Officer 
. — No obligation on the taxpayer — Minoi — Separate assessment on minor — Whether 
bars inclusion of minor's share income in father's assessment. 

The assessee was a partner in a firm to the benefits of which his three minor 
sons had been admitted. For the assessment years 1952-53, 1953-54 and 1954- 
55 the assessee returned, among other income, his share income from the firm. 
The assessee, however, omitted to disclose in his returns the share incomes 
of his three minor sons. In Part III of the Form of Return the assessee 
disclosed the shares of the other partners and the minors in the firm, but did 
not disclose the relationship of the minors as his sons. The Income-tax Officer 
initially made assessments, merely on the basis of the assessee’s returns for the 
.three years in question. The minors represented by their mother as 
.guardian had also filed with the same Income-tax Officer their individual returns 
disclosing their respective share incomes from the firm for the same three assess- 
ment years. The Income-tax Officer, acting on these' returns, made separate 
assessments on the minors. 

Later, however, the Officer initiated proceedings against the assessee under 
. section 34 (1) (a) of the Indian Income-tax Act,- 1922- for the assessment years 
1952-53 and 1953-54 and under section 34 (1) (6) for the assessment year 1954- 
55, on the score that the minors’ share incomes which had to be included in the 
assessee’s total income under section 16 (3) (c) (ii) of the Act had escaped assess- 
ment. The Officer held that the information furnished by the assessee in his 
returns was not full in the sense that he had not stated that the minors were his 
sons, which information came to the Officer’s possession only later. The Officer 
accordingly, made reassessments including the minors’ share incomes in the- 
assessee’s total income for all the three years. 

The assessee appealed against the assessments on two grounds: (/) that the 
reassessments under section 34 were not valid and {ii) that the direct assessments, 
already made on the minors precluded the clubbing of their share incomes in 
the hands of the assessee under section 1 6 (3) {d) (ii). Both the contentions were 
rejected in appeal. The Tribunal held that section 34 (1) (n) was properlj-- 
invoked for 1952-53 and 1953-54 and the reassessment under section 34 (1) (b> 
Avas made on information received. On a case stated by the Tribunal at the 
assessee’s instance, the High Court answered both the questions against the 
assessee^ ‘ On further appeal to the S upreme C ourt, 


* C. As. Nos. 1457 to 1459 of 1968. ' 


14th February, 1969. 
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Held, that the notice of reassessment for 1954-55 under section 34 (1) {b) of 
the Income-tax Act, 1922 was competently issued by the Income-tax Officer 
against the assessee and there was no basis for the argument that the Officer had 
only changed the opinion in reopening the assessment. 

As for 1952-53 and 1953-54, the re-assessments made under section 34 (1) (a) 
was not valid in law. 

The assessee is bound to disclose under section 22 (5) the names and addressse 
of his partners, if any, engaged in business, profession or vocation, together 
with the location and style of the principal place and branches thereof and the 
extent of the shares of all such partners in the profits of the business, profession 
or vocation and any branches thereof. But the assessee ^\^s not requiied, in 
making the return, to disclose that any income was received by his wife or minor 
child admitted to the benefits of partnership of a firm of which he was a partner. 

Assuming that there w’ere instructions in the Forms of Return in the relevant 
years instructing the assessee to disclose the income received by his wife and 
minor children from a firm of which the assessee wrs a partner.^ in the absence of 
any head under which the income of the wife or minor children could be shown, 
by not showing that income the taxpayer cannot be deemed to have failed or 
omitted to disclose fully and truly all material facts necessary for his assessment. 

Section 16 (3) imposes an obigation upon the Income-tax Ofiicer to compute 
the total income of any individual for the purpose of assessment by including 
the items of income set out in clauses (a) (i) to (iv) and (b), but thereby no obliga- 
gation is imposed upon the taxpayer to disclose the income liable to be included 
in his assessment under section 16 (3). 

Section 34 (I ) (a) sets out the conditions in which the power inay be exercised 
by the Income-tax Officer; it did not give rise to an obligation on the part of 
the taxpayer to disclose information which enabled the Income-tax Officer to 
exercise the power under section 16 (3) (a) (ti). 

Also held: that the inclusion of the share income of the minor in the hands 
of the assessee by invoking section 16 (3) of the Act is valid in law notwith- 
standing that an assessment is made on the minor represented by his guardian. 

Appeals from the Judgment and Order, dated the 21st August, 1964, of the 
Madras High Court in T.C. No. 75 of 1962 {Reference No. 50 of 1962)*. 

M. C. Chagla, Senior Advocate (T. A, Ramachattdian. Advocate, with him), 
for Appellant (In all the Appeals), 

S.K. Aiyor and B.D. Shanm, AdVocates,’for Respondent (In all the Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shab,J . — Ramanathan Chettiar, his sonMuthiah Chettiar — called hereinafter 
for the sake of brevity, Muthiah — and Ramanathan, Annamalai and Alagappan, 
sons of Muthiah, constituted a Hindu undivided family. The family owned a 3/5th 
share in M.RM.S. Firm, Seramban in Malaya. The firm was assessed under the 
Indian Income-tax Act, 1922, in the status of a firm resident within the taxable terri- 
tories. On 16th September, 1950, Muthiah separated from the family taking his 
l/5th share in the M.RM.S. Firm. On 13th April, 1951 the status of the family 
became completely disrupted and the three sons of Muthiah took in equal shares 
the remaining 2/5th share — the grandfather Ramanathan taking no share in the 
M. RM.S. Firm. 

For the assessment year 1952-53 Muthiah submitted a return of his income as 
an individual and stated under the head business income “ Kindly ascertain his 
(assessee’s) share of profit and remittances from the Income-tax Officer, Second 
Additional Circle — I, Karaigudi, in F. No. 6098-m/I952-53.” In Part III of the 
return Muthiah supplied the follosving information about his partners : 
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Name and address of the firm. Name of each partner including assessee- Share. 


Messrs. R. RM. S. Firm 

1. Assessee (Muthiah Chettiar) 

60/303 

Seramban, F.H.S. 

2. VD- M. RM. M. RM.M. Rama- 
nathan Chettiar (minor) 

40/303 


3. VD.M. RM.M. RM.M. 

Alagappan Chettiar (minor). 

40/303 


4. VD. M. RM. M. RM. M. Annamalai 
Chettiar (minor). 

40/303 


5. C.P.R. 

60/303 


6. M.S.S. 

60/303 


7. Charity. 

3/303. 


For the assessment year 1953-54 in column 3 in section B of the return Muthiah 
stated: “ Kindly ascertain the remittances from the Income-tax Officer, Fifth 
Additional, Karaikudi in F. No. 6098-m.” and at page 3 of the return in column 
3 of section F, it was stated: 

“ Assessee has 60/303 share in Messrs. R. RM. S. Joint Seramban (Malaya). Kindly ascertain 
share of profit or loss from the Income-tax Offieer, Fifth Additional, Karaikudi in F. No- 6098.” 

In Part III of the return he set out the names of the partners as were mentioned 
in the return for 1952-53. Against the names of Ramanathan Chettiar, Alagappan 
•Chettiar and Annamalai Chettiar it was not disclosed that they were minors. 

For the assessment year 1954-55 at the foot of page 1 of the return Muthiah 
•stated: 

“ The assessee has a remittance of Rs. 6,188-12-0, from R. RM. S. Firm. Seramban. His 
share of income may be taken from the firm’s file.” 

and in Part III the names of seven partners as mentioned in 1952-53 return were 
5et out — Ramanathan, Alagappan, Annamalai were not shown as minors. 

Ramanathan, Alagappan and Annamalai — the three minor sons of Muthiah 
represented by their mother and guardian also filed returns of their respective income 
for the years 1952-53, 1953-54 and 1954-55 and disclosed therein their shares in 
4he profit from the 2/5th share in the M. RM.S. Firm. 

For the assessment years 1952-53, 1953-54, and 1954-55 the Income-tax Officer 
completed the assessments separately on the firm, on Muthiah as an individual and 
•on the three minors represented by their mother and guardian. Muthiah was 
assessed in respect of his share in the income of the firm and from other sources. 
In his returns Muthiah had not disclosed the shares received by his minor sons' and 
the Income-tax Officer did not in making the assessments include shares of the 
minors from the firm under section 16 (3) (a) (ii) of the Indian Income-tax Act, 
1922. The Income-tax Officer issued notices of re-assessment to Muthiah under 
section 34 (1) (a) of the Income-tax Act, 1922, for the years, 1952-53 and 1953-54 
and under section 34 (1) (h) for the year 1954-55. Muthiah filed returns under 
protest declaring the same income as originally assessed. In the view of the Income- 
tax Officer, Muthiah had not furnished in Part III, clause (c) of the return full facts 
Jegarding the other parties and in column 2 he had merely disclosed that Ramana- 
ihan, Alagappan and Annamalai were minors: that “ mfomation was not full 
In the sense that he had not stated that they were minor sons” of Muthiah. Accord- 
ingly the Income-tax Officer held that the income of the sons of Muthiah which 
should have been included under section 16 (3) (a) (ii) of the Income-tax Act had 
escaped assessment in Mu‘hiah’s hands and he brought that income to tax. 

The Appellate Assistant Commissioner confirmed the order made by the Income- 
tax Officer. In appeal to the Tribunal it was contended by Muthiah that he 
had fully and truly disclosed all the particulars he was required to disclose in the 
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returns of his income for the three years in question, and “ section 34 (1) {a) had no 
application to the assessment years 1952-53 and 1953-54 and for 1954-55 the re- 
opening was based only on a change of opmion.” Muthiah also contended that 
section 40 of the Income-tax Act was mandatory and since the Income-tax OlBcer 
had made separate assessments oh the minors represented by their' mother, no 
further assessment under section 16,(3) could be made, the two sections being 
mutually exclusive. ' ' - ' ' 

The Tribunal observed that for the first two years section 34 (1) {a) apph'ed, 
that in respect of the year 1954-55 there was no change of opinion but the assess- 
ment was made on information received within the meaning of section 34 (1) (i) 
of the Income-tax Act and that separate assessment of the minors did not stop the 
Income-tax Officer from assessing the income received by the minor sons in the 
hands of Muthiah. The Appellate Tribunal accordingly confirmed the order of 
the Appellate Assistant Commissioner. 

At the instance of Muthiah the following questions Mere referred to the High. 
Comt of Madras: 

“ (0 Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the re-assessment made on 
the assesses under section 34 of the Act is \’alid in law for 19S2-53 to 1954-55 ? 

(n) ^\'hether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the inclusion of the share 
income of the minor in the hands of the assessee'by invoking the prosisiens of section 16 (3) of the 
Act is \’alid in law notwithstanding that an assessment is made on the minor represented by his 
guardian.” 

The ansM'er to the second question must, in view of the recent judgment of 
this Court in C. Nagappa v. T/ie Commissionei of Incoim-tcx, Alyscie^,. be in the 
afiirmative. 

In considering the first question it is necessary to refer to certain provisions of 
the Income-ta,\' Act, 1922. By section 3 the total income of the previous year of 
every individual, Hindu undivided family, company and local authority, and of 
every firm and other association of persons or the partners of the firm or the members 
of the association individually was charged to tax for that year in accordance with* 
and subject to the provisions of the Act at any rate or rates prescribed by the Finance 
Act. “ Total income ” Mas defined in section 2 (15) as meaning “total amount 
of income, profits and gains referred to in sub-section (I) of section 4 computed 
in the manner laid doMm in this Act.’’ Section 4 (1) set out the method of compu- 
tation of total income ; it enacted : 

“(1) Subject to the provisions of this Act, the total income of any previous year of any 
person includes all income, profits and gains from whatever source derived which — 

(a) are received or are deemed to be received in the taxable territories in such year by or 
on behalf of such person, or 

(b) if such person is resident in the taxable territories during such year,— - 

(i) accrue or arise or are deemed to accrue or arise to him in the taxable territories during 
Such year, or 

* * • «,*> 

Section 22 by sub-section (1) requited the Income-tax Officer to give notice 
by publication in the press in the prescribed manner, requiring every person whose 
total income during the presious 3 'ear exceeds the maximum exempt from tax. to- 
furnish a return in the prescribed form setting forth his total income. Sub-section 
(2) authorised the Income-tax Officer to serve a notice upon a person whose income 
in the opinion of the Income-tax Officer exceeded the nunimum free from tax. 
Section 23 dealt with the assessment. It conferred power upon the Income-tax 
Officer to assess the total income of the assesee and to determine the sum payable 
by him on the basis of such return, submitted by him. Rule 19 framed under 
section 59 of the Income-tax Act, 1922, required the psessce to make a return in 
the form prescribed thereunder, and in Form A applicable to an individual or a 
Hindu undivided family or an association of persons" there was no clause M'hich 
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required disclosure of income of any person other than the income of the assessee^ 
which was h'able to be included in his total income. The Act and the Rules accord- 
ingly imposed no obh’gation upon the assesste to disclose to the Income-tax OfEcer 
m his return information relating to income of any other person by law taxable 
in his hands. 

But section 16, sub-section (3) provided that in computing the total income of 
any individual for the purpose of assessment there shall be included the classes 
of income mentioned in clauses (o) and (h). Sub-section (3) (n) (lY) in so far as it is. 
material, provided: 

“ In Computing the total income of any individual for the purpose of assessment, there shall be 
n eluded — 

(a) so much of the income of a wife or minor child of such individual as arises directly or 
=ndirectly — 

(i) ^ ’ * • 

(ii) from the admission of the minor to the benefits of partnership in a firm of which such 
'ndividual is a partner.’’ 

The assessee was bound to disclose under section 22 (5) the names and addresses 
of his partners, if any, engaged in business, profession or vocation together with, 
location and style of the principal place and branches thereof and the extent 
shares of all such partners in the profits of the business, profession or vocation and 
any branches thereof, but the assessee w'as not required, in making a return to dis- 
close that any income was received by his wife or minor child admitted to the benefits- 
of partnership of a firm of which he w^as a partner. 

Counsel for the Commissioner contended that in the forms of returns prescribed 
m the “Notes of Guidance *’ for drawing up the return were printed, and thereby 
the assessee was informed that he had to disclose the income received by his wife 
and minor children from a firm of w'hich the assessee was a partner. Counsel 
has however not placed before the Court the forms of return in vogue in the relevant 
year of assessment. In the Income-tax Manual published under the authority 
of the Central Government in 1945 under clause (3) printed at page 1 85 the assessee 
is advised to include in the return, under the appropriate head, certain classes of 
income which are liable to be included in the assessment of an individual tmder 
section 16, and income liable to be taxed under sections 41-D, 44-E and 44-F- 
This instruction was repeated in the Manual Parts II and III at pages 344 and 345 
in the 10th Edition published in 1950. But in the 11th Edition of the Manual 
published in 1954 no such instructions were printed. About the date on which the 
instructions were deleted Counsel for the Commissioner w'as unable 1o give any 
information. Assuming that- there were instructions printed in the Forms of return 
in the relevant years, in the absence of any head under which the income of the wife 
or minor child of a partner whose wife or a minor child was a partner in the same 
firm, could be show’n, by not showing that income the taxpayer caimot be deemed 
to have failed or omitted to disclose fully and truly all material facts necessary for 
his assessment. Section 16 (3) imposes an obligation upon the Income-tax Officer 
to compute the total income of any individual for the purpose of assessment by 
including the items of income set out in clauses (a) (i) to (iV) and (h), but thereby 
no obligation is imposed upon the taxpayer 1o disclose' the income liable to be 
included in his assessment under section 16 (3). For failing or ormtting to disclose 
that income, proceedings for reassessment cannot therefore be commenced under 
section 34 (1) (o). Section 22 (5) required the assessee to furnish particulars of 
the names and shares of his partners, but imposed no obligation lb mention or set 
out the income of the nature mentioned in section 16 (3). In the relevant years 
there was no head in the form under which income liable to be assessed to tax under 
section 16 (3) (a) and (b) could be disclosed. 

We are in the circumstances unable to agree w'ith the High Court that section 34- 
imposed an obligation upon the assessee to disclose all income includible in his 
assessment by reion of section 16 (3) (a) (it). Section 34 (I) (a) sets out the condi- 
tions in W'hich the power may be exercised; it did not give rise to an obligation to^ 

SCI— S 
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•disclose information which enabled the income-tax Officer to exercise the power 
■under section 16 (3) (a) (ii), nor had the use of the expression “necessary for his 
assessment ” in section 34 (I) (a) that effect. 

The High Court did not consider the question whether in the year 1954-55 
, She notice under section 34 (I) (b) was properl3' issued against Muthiah. The 
Tribunal in their Judgment observed : 

There is no basis for the argument that the Income-tax Oa::er had onlv chanced his opinion 
•and re-opened the assessment.” 

We agree with that view. The order of re-assessment was made well vithin 
four years from the date of the last day of the j'ear of assessment 1954-55. The 
notice was therefore competentlj’ issued by the Income-tax Officer. 

The order passed b3' the High Court, insofar as it relates to the 3ears 1952-53 
and 1953-54 is set aside and the answer in the negative is recorded. For the yezr 
1954-55 the answer recorded by the High Court is confirmed. There will be no 
order as to costs throughout. 

V.B. O.-dered accordingly. 

THE SUPREhlE COURT OF INDIA. 

(Chil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J. C. Shah, V. Ramaswajh and A. N. Grover, JJ. 
'Commissioner of Income-ta.x, West Bengal I, and another ... Appellants* 

V. 

Allahabad Bank Ltd. ... Respondent. 

'Company — Super-tax — Rebate wtder Finance Acts of years 1956 and 1957— Reduc- 
tion of rebate on distribution of dividend over six per cent, of paid up capital— 

Computation of paid-up capital — Share premiums received to be included— Separate 

share premium account need not be maintained— But must be identifiable as such. 

Finance Acts, 1956 and 1957 — Paragraph D of Part II, First Schedule. 

Companies Act, 1956 {Centred Act I of 1956), section 78. 

In proceedings for assessment for each of the assessment 3'ears 1956-57 and 1957- 
58 the Income-tax Officer reduced the rebate in super-ta.x admissible under the 
Finance Acts of 1956 and 1957 on the view that the assesseehad distributed divi- 
dend exceeding 6 percent, of the paid up capital. In reducing the rebate the officer 
did not take into consideration the share premium received by the assessee. The 
Appellate Commissioner and the Tribunal held that the assessee's share premium 
wras hable to be added to the paid-up capital in computing the reduction in the 
rebate in super tax. The High Court in reference agreed with the Tribunal. The 
Revenue appealed. 

Held, that the amount of share premium received should be added to the 
paid-up capital of the assessee for the purpose of computing reduction in rebate 
to the super tax under the Finance Acts of 1956 and 1957. 

The Explanation to paragraph D Part II of the Finance Act, 1957 does not require 
that the share premium account most be maintained as an account outside the 
reser\-es. Under the Companies Act of 1956 there is an express prowsion that 
the share premium accormt shall be maintained in a separate accotmt. It is true 
that in the balance-sheet in Schedule VI of the Act the share premimn has to be 
showm under the head “liabilities” as part of the share capital and not of reser^'es. 

But it cannot be assumed on that account that if ffie spare premium is maintained 
as a separate account within the reserves, reduction in the rebate in super-tax is 
liable to be computed after excluding share premium. The Explanation does not 
make maintenance of an account outside the reserve a condition of its inclusion in 
the paid-up capital. 


C. As. Nos. 701 and 702 of 19SS. 
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If Tinder the Finance Act, 1956, the expression “ standing to the credit of the 
share premium acconnt ” did not mean the share premiums shall be main- 
tained in a separate account apart from the reserve, there is no reason why, under 
an identical scheme of reducing rebate in super-tax in the year 1957-58, it should 
have a different meaning. 

The object of the Parliament in enacting Paragraph D of the Finance Act was 
that profits earned by a company should be available for being ploughed back into 
^e business and should not be distributed to the shareholders by way of dividend 
in excess of the rate prescribed. To secure that object the Parh'ament gave an 
incentive to the company of substantial rebate in payment of super-tax which 
would be liable to be forfeited if part of dividend exceeding 6 per cent, was distri- 
buted to the shareholders. 

Share premium account is accordingly liable to be included in the paid-up capital 
for the purpose of computing rebate if it is maintained as a separate account. 
The Explanation does not contemplate that the accoimt must be kept apart from 
the reserves. If within the reserves it is an identifiable separate account, the share 
premium wiil qualify for inclusion in the paid-up capital in computing the reduc- 
tion in rebate of super-tax. 

The Companies Act came into force on 1st April, 1956; it had no retrospective 
operation. Since there was no obligation upon the company to maintain a sepa- 
rate share premium account in the previous year corresponding to the assessment 
year 1956-57, the share premium account maintained as an identifiable account 
within the reserves qualified for being included in the ‘paid up capital’ within the 
meaning of tliis expression in the Explanation to Paragraph D Part IT of the 
Finance Act, 1956. 

Airpeals from the Judgments and Orders, dated the 17th December, 1963 and 
■6th April, 1965, of the Calcutta BGgh Court in Income-tax References Nos. 87 of 
I960 and 30 of 1962 respectively. 

S. T. Desai and S. C. Manchanda, Senior Advocates, [B. D. Shanna, Advocate, 
with then), for Appellants (^In both the Appeals). 

Sachin Chmidhuri and Sukiimar Mitra, Senior Advocates, {D.N. Miikheijee, 
Advocate, with them), for Respondent both the Appeals.) 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, J . — The Allahabad Bank Ltd. is a public limited company. The paid up 
share capital of the company other than capit^ entitled to a dividend at a fixed rate 
was at the relevant time Rs. 30,50,000. The company had issued before 1st January, 
1954, shares at premium and the premium received in cash aggregated to Rs.45,50,00b. 
In each of the account years 1955 and 1956 the company distributed Rs. 5,49,000 as 
-dividend. 

In proceedings for assessment for each of the assessment years 1956-57 and 1957- 
58 the Income-tax Officer reduced by Rs. 61,000 the rebate in super-tax admissible 
under the Finance Act, 1956 on the view that the company had distributed dividend 
•exceeding 6 per cent, of its paid-up capital. In reducing the rebate the Income-tax 
Officer did not take into consideration share premium amounting to Rs. 45,50,000 
received by the company. 

The Appellate Assistant Commissioner held that the company’s share premium 
was liable to be added to the capital of Rs. 30,50,000 in computing the reduction in 
the rebate in ruper-tax, and directed modification of the order of assessment. The 
Appellate Tribunal agreed with the Appellate Assistant Commissioner. 

The Tribunal then submitted a statement of the case and submitted the follow- 
ing question in respect of the year 1956-57 to the High Court of Calcutta : 

“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the amount of Rs. 45,50,000 should 
be added to the paid-up capital of the assessee as on 1st Januaiy, 1955, for the purpose of allowing 
rebate to the assessee under Paragraph D of Part IT of the First Schedule to the Indian Finance 
Act 1956.” 
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A similar question relating to the assessment year 1957-5S was also referred by 
the Tribunal. The. High Court of Calcutta agreed with the Tribunal and held that 
in determining the reduction in rebate in super-tax' admissible to the company the 
shate premium maintained by the company within the resers'e was liable to be includ- 
ed in the paid-up capital. 

The Finance Act, 1956 prescribed the rate of super-t'jx in Part n, paragraph 
D (in so far as it is relevant) enacted: 

“ In the case of everj' company — i 


On the whole of total income. 


Rate 

Si.\ annas and nine pies in the rupee : 


Provided that — 

(i) a rebate at the rate of five annas per rupee of the total income shall be allowed in the case 
of any company which — 

(a) in respect of its profits liable to ta.x under the Income-tax Act for the year ending on the 
3Ist March, 1957, has made the prescribed arrangements for the declaration and paj'ment withm 
the territory of India of the dividends payable out of such profits and for the deductions of super- 
tax from dividends in accordance with the provisions of such-section (3-D) of section IS of 
that Act and 

(b) * • * , • * * 

(li) a rebate at the rate of four annas per rupee of the total income shall be allowed in the case 
of any company which satisfied condition (a) but not condition (b) of the preceding clause ; 

Provided further that — 

(i) the amount ofthe rebate under clause (i) or * * » 

of the preceding proviso shall be reduced by the sum, if any. equal to the amount or the aggregate 
of the amounts as the case may be, computed as hereunder : — 

(а) • * * * 

(б) in addition, in the case of a companyreferredtoin clause (ii) of the preceding proviso 
which has distributed to its shareholders during the previous year dividends in excess of six per 
Cent, of its paid-up capital, not being dividends pajable at a fi-xed rate — 


on that part of the said dividends which e-xceeds 6 per cent but does not 
e.xceed 10 per cent, of the paid-up capital ; 

on that part of the said dividends which exceeds 10 per cent of the paid- 
up capital ; 

(ii) • ■ * . • 

Provided further that * * 


at the rate of two annas 
. . per rupee 

at the rate of three annas 
per rupee ; 


Explanation : — For the purposes of Paragraph D of this Part — 

U) the expression ‘paid-up capital’ means the paid-up capital (other than capita! entitled 
to a dividend at a fi-xed rate) of the company as on the first day of the previous 3 'ear relevant to 
the assessment for the year ending on 3Ist day of hlarch,1957, increased by any premiums received 
in cash by the company on the issue of its shares, standing to the credit of the share premiuni 
account as on the first day of the previous j-ear * * * * 

In the Finance Act of 1957 also a similar scheme of granting rebate of super-tax 
and reduction therein the condition set out in the Act, was adopted. 


The reduction in rebate in super-tax depended upon the proportion which the 
dividend distributed bore to the paid up capital. If the company distributed dividends 
exceeding 6 per cent, of its pa'd up capital as defined in the Explanation, the rebate 
was liable to be reduced to the extent provided in the second proviso. In the relevant 
years of account the share premium formed an identifiable part of the reserves of the 
company but was not shown in a separate share premium account apart from the 
reserves. 


The Commissioner contends : 

(1) that the expression “ share premium account ” in the definition of “ paid- 
up^capital” in the E.xplanation to Paragraph D of Part II ofthe Finance Acts 1956 and 
1957 means an account apart from the reserves maintained by the company ; and 
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e2) that In any event suic® 

Eidirg’^*ae”Slo?Sm.he pa>™=nt of supeMax and redud.oa m 

the rate thereof. cectioa 78 (3) read with section 78 (1) 

Counsel for the that the company was bound to main- 

oftheCompaniesActIofWj6,^ - ^ ^ reserves and transfer into that 

tain a separate share company failed to do so in determi^g the 

account &e share preimum sm^ Paragraph D of ihe Fmance 

paid up capital vrithin the reser\’e could not be taken mto ac- 

Sts 1956Snd 1957 7 ^Se Companies Act I of 1956 provxde:- 

count. The relevant cl . t ^ nremixim whether for cash or otherwise, a sum 

“ fit Where a company issues shares at ^ o^those shares shall be . trapferred to 

ti tL aS^te aiount or value of the provisions of this Art relating 

Sf tl'bfjjled • sg,» P '^S, ««pt „‘id>ri*d in this ssct.on, apply 

s rsS??ssi''i^«t ssssd np “p"'* •>: “■= ““‘T • 

(2) * , authorising theissue of any shares at a premium 

(3) WhOTn‘»fP““V''SSS Mton Issued niter the cummeneetnent of this Act : 

,«io. ^PPWns orthnpratd^t. wjdchhns ^^so nP^M _.^.t the 

SSVSMS's^lhKeffisrSSiS ta d&nnlnins the sum to be included tt. the share 

premium account.” ^ reauires a company to transfer prenuums 

Clause (1) is in terms *,o ^Sare premium account. By clause (3) 

received in cash or into force of the Companies Act, 1956 less 

pSnium Mdivei P.™' Si £d bSS so appUed so that it did not. at the 
tJt'^partof 1‘=,PX=T;?“f„^JlidentiLblepartofthe company sr^eives, had 

cormne^rnenl of the A^ rtre^mium account at if the shares had been issued 
also to be transferred to the share p <, .• „'7g.p.acapparenlty borrowed from section 

Sertocommencementof the Act Secti^^^^ PP^ the f^mpames 

56 of the English Compames ^ jn the Indian Companies Act,1913 which requued 

Abt^I of 1956 there was no provision m account. After the coming 

a company to maintam a separat ar ^ p^^ ^ premium account had to be 

into force of the gjjuuni could not be used otherwise than for the specific 

maintained and tne snare y . 

purposes mentioned in sec ^ ^ the company faded to comply with the 

The plea raised by section 78 and on that account the 

statutory iryuncfion contamed m cla^e t ; gj-gditof the share premium account 

^ 'ttn 

of the previous year of the jUg jndian Companies Act VII of 1913 v^h 

vear 1955, the comply was gov^ed by th In Act I of 1956. The 

ioutained no p^i'amenl during the year 1955, but the compay wa^ 

Comparues Act was before Ae Farhamen | ^te share premium account mde- 

inThat account not obhged ed pS>r to 1st January, 1955. The Corn- 

pendent of the reserve the 1956 ^: it had no retrospective operation. 

panics Act came ° the company to maintain a separate share pre- 

Since there was no obhgafton upo to the assessment year 1956-57, the 

ir, itip. nreviousyear coire^on.um» 


mium accouuL ixx .x,.. identmabie account wituiu luc 

share premium, aaotuft^m^eu meaning of this expression 

£ afESSlauSto Part H of the Finan^ Act, 1956. 

For the assessmEM skperSat of the paid-tip 

maiolamed as an identifiable acconnt. The eon- 
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teation raised by the Commissioner must tfaerefoie fail in respect of the assessment 
year 1956-57. 

Counsel for the Commissioner contends that in any event in the Finance Act II 
of 1957 the expression “ share premium account” has only the meaning ascribed there- 
to in the Companies Act, 1956, and in respect of the assessment year 1957-58, reduc- 
tion in the rebate must be computed without taldng into account the share premium 
w'hich was maintained by the company, in the year of account 1956 within the 
reserve. 


Under the Finance Act II of 1957 rebate in super-tax is liable to be reduced in 
the cmse of conipanies which have inter alia, distributed to the shareholders in the 
previous year dividends in excess of 6 per cent, of the paid up capital not being divi- 
dend payable at a fixed rate. The expression “ paid up capital ” is also defined in 
substantially the same terms as under the Finance Act, 1956. 

For the assessment year 1957-58 the Tribunal found that the share prenaium was 
liable to be included in the paid up capital because it was an idenlifeble part of the 
reserv'cs. In our judgment the Tribunal was right in so holding. The Explanation 
to Paragraph D Part n of the Finance Act, 1957, does not require that the ^re pre- 
mium accoimt must be maintained as an a«5Dun< outside the reserves. Under tie 
Companies Act of 1956 there was an express provision that the share premium 
account shall be maintained in a separate account. It is tine that in the balance-sheet 
in Schedule VI of the Act the share premium has to be shown rmder the head “ lia- 
bilities ” as part of the share capital and not of reserves. But it cannot be assumed 
on that accoimt that if the shaie premium is maintained as a separate amount within 
the resen'es, reduction in the rebate in supertax i> liable to be computed after exclud- 
ting share premium; The Explanation requires that in detemuning the paid-up capi- 
tal for the puipose of rebate in super-tax, share premium standing to thi credit of a 
share premium account shall be excluded (included.?) : ii does not make mainte- 
nance of an account outside the reserve a condition of ils inclusion in the paid-up- 
capital. 

Again if imder the Finance Act, 1956, the expression “standing to the ciedit 
of the share premium account ” did not mean that the share premiums shah be main- 
tained in a separate account apart from the reserve, is theie any reason why, under 
an identical scheme of reducing rebate in super-tax in the year 1957-58, it should have 
a different meaning ? In the absence of any compelling grounds, we would not be 
justified in holding that the Parliament attributed to the ejqrression “ standing to the 
credit of the share premium account ” as used in the Explanation to Paragraph D Part 
n of the Finance Act H of 1957, a meaning different from the one wMch it Md under 
the Finance Act, 1956. The object of the Parliament in enacting Paragraph D of the 
Finance Act w’as that profits earned by a company should be available for being 
ploughed back into the business and should not be distributed to the shareholders fay 
way of dividend in excess of the rate prescribed. To secure that object the Parlia- 
ment gave an incentive to the company of substantial rebate in payment of 
super-tax which would be h'able to ^ forfeited, if part of dividend exceeding 6 per 
cent, was distributed to the shareholders. 

Share premium accoimt is accordingly liable to_be included in the paid up capital 
for the purpose of computing rebate if it is maintained as a separate account The- 
Explanation docs not contemplate that' the account nmst be kept apart from the 
reseryes. If within the reserves it is an identifiable separate account, the share 
premium will qualify for inclusion in the jiaid up capital in computing the reduction 
in rebate of super-tax. 

The appeals fail and are dismissed with costs. One hearing fee. 

K.G.S. ■ Appeals dismissed. 
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RAGHUNATH V. KEDAR NATH {Ramas^vami, J.), 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Chil Appellate Jurisdiction,) 

Present : — J. C. Shah, V'. Ramaswajh and A. N. Grover, JJ. 
Raglixmath and others . . Appellants * 

V. 

Kedar Nath . , Respondent. 

Transfer ofPrnperlj: Act {IV ofiSSz), sections 4. and Reghlralion Act {XTT of jgo8), 

sections 17 and 49 — Document requiring registration under section 54 — Transfer of 

Property Act (IV of 1882), not registered— Effect of— Whether admisnble in 

euidence in riezo of section 49, Registration Act (XTT of igo8}. 

Exhibit A-26 %vas required to be registered under section 54 of the Transfer 
of Property Act. In the absence of such registration thus document cannot be 
received in e\-idence of any transaction affecting the property in \-ie\v of section 49 • 
of the Registration Act. 

The inclusion of the words by any provision of the Transfer of Property- 
Act, 1882 by the amending Act, 1929, settled in doubt entertained as to whether 
the documents of which the registration was compulsory- under the Transfer of 
Property Act, but not under section 1 7 of the R^stration Act. were affected 
by section 49 of the Registration Act. In \'iew of section 4 of the Transfer of 
Property Act, it was Pre\-iousIy supposed that the effect of this section was 
merely to add to the list of documents of which the registration was compulsory 
and not to include them in section 17 so as to bring them withinthe scope off 
section 49. 

The enactment of Act (XXI of 1929) by inserting in section 49 of the Registra- 
tion Act the words " or by any provision of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882 ” 
has made it clear that the documents in the supplemental list i.e.^ the documents 
of which, registration is necessary under the Transfer of Property Act, but not 
under the Registration Act, fall rdthin the scope of section 49 of the Registration 
Act, and if not registered arc not admissible as evidence of any transaction 
affecting any immovable property comprised therein, and do not affect any such 
immoveable property held on facts. Exhibit A-26, being unregistered is not 
admissible in evidence and that Exhibit A-4 was a mortgage deed and not 
a sale-deed. 

.Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 27th 
April. 1964 of the Allahabad High Court in Second Appeals Nos. 1940 and 3660 
of 1961. 

S.’P. Sinha, Senior Advocate (.?. Shaukat Hussain, Advocate with him), for 
the Appellants (In both the Appeals). 

j. P. Goyal and G. Kabi Untoo, Advocate for the Respondent (In both the 
Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Ramaswami, j . — In the suit which is the subject-matter of these appeals the 
plaintiff alleged that one Ihvnrka Prasad took a loan of Rs. 1,700 from Madho 
Ram, ikther of the defendants, and that on 27th July, 1922. Dwarka Prasad 
along with one Mst. Kunta, his maternal grandmother, executed a possessory- 
mortgage deed of the disputed house for Rs. 1,700 in favour of Madho Ram. 
The terms of the mortgage deed were that the mortgagor %v-as to pay interest off 
Rs. 12-12-0 per month, out of which the rent amounting to Rs. 6 svhicli svas the 
agreed usufruct of the Ixouse in suit was to be adjusted and the mortgagor was to 
pay Rs. 6-12-0, per month in cash tov/ards the balance of the interest. The parties . 


C.As, Nos. 457 and 458 of 1966. 


3rd February, 1969. 
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agreed tliat the mortgage AVouIdvbe^redccmablc ^s-ithm.t^venn’ vears after paj-ing 
tlic prmeipal amount and tliat portion of interest . tvhich Aras not discharged by 
the usiifiuct and otiter amoimts. 'Wizen Dw'arka' Prasad "was unable to pay the 
amount of Rs. 6-12-0 per month, he deHvered possession of the -house to'MadIzo 
Ram, who let out tlie house on a monthly rent of jRs, 2^, The mortgagors Dtrarka^ 
Prasad and !Mst. K.u*ntaj died leaving Itlst. Radha Bai as Dwarlca Fraud's lieiri 
Radha Bai sold tlie house in dilute to the plaintiff on 2nd February, 1953, and 
executed a sale-deed. The plaintiff, tlierefore, became entitled to redeem the 
mortgage and asked tlie defendants to render accounts. The defendants eontested 
the suit on the ground tliat Madho Ram was not the mortgagor nor tverc tlie dclen- 
■dants mortgagees. It tras alleged that in the locality where the house was situated, 
there Avas a custom of paying .Haqe-chahanim and to avoid that payment, the 
original deed dated 27th July, 1922, Avas drafted and executed in the form of a 
mortgage tliough it Avas actually an out-right sale. According to the' defendants, 
the house Avas actually sold to MadhoRamand av^ not mortgaged. The defendants 
.also pleaded that if tlie deed dated 27th July, 1925, was held to be a mortgage, tlxc 
mortgageesAvere entitled to get the pajunent ofRs. 6,442-8-0,35 interest, Rs. 2^315, 
as costs of repairs, etc. The trial Court held that the deed dated 27th July, 1922, 
Avas a mortgage. deed, that Divarka Prasad did not-sell the house to Madh'o Ram, 
and that the plaintiff Avas entitled to redeem the mortgage on payment of 
Rs. 1,709-14-0. The trial Court accofcUngly decreed the plaintiff's -suit for redemp- 
tion on payment of Rs. 1,709-14-0. Against -the judgment of the trial Court the 
•defendants preferred an appeal before the District Judge, Varanasi, AV'ho alloAved 
the appeal and dismissed die plaintiff’s suit. Tlie plaintiff took &e matter in 
second appeal to die High Court Avhich framed an isme and remanded the c^e back 
to the loAver appellate Court for a fresh decision. The issue framed by the High 
Court Avas “ Have the defendants become the oAATicrs of die property' in dispute 
By adA^erse possession ?” The High Court ako directed' the loAver appellate. Court 
to decide die question of admissiblitj’^ of Rdiibits A-25 and A-26, Mter remand 
the loAver appellate Court held diat Ae deed dated s7th July, 1922, teas a mortgage 
•deed and not a sale-deed, and, .therefore, Ae plaintiff- Aeasendded to redeem Ae 
mortgage. The loAver appellate Court furAer held Aat Ae defendants .had failed 
to proA'e Aat Aey had acqmred.tide 'by adverse possession. The loArer appellate 
Court made Ae foIIoAving order; — ■ ' . 

“ The appeal is alioAved Avidi half costs in diis way diat die suit is decreed for 
Ae redemption of the mortgage in question if Ae plaintiff paj-s Ad Ain six months 
Rs. 1,700 as principal, Rs. g.SynP. Prajawat paid before Ais suit and .any 
Prajawat paid by- the defendants during Ae pendency of.Ais suit till the plaintiff, 
deposits die entire sum due under Ais decree and die 'interest- at the rate of 
Rs. 6-12-0, per mondi from 27A July, 1922, till Ae plaintiff deposits die cntire 
sum due' under Ais decree. The costs of Ae trial. Court are made easy. ' Let 
the preliminary decree under Order 34, rule 7, Civil Procedure Code, be modified 
accordingly.” . . ... 

Jkgainst the judgment and decree of die loAver appellate Court bodi die plaintiff 
-and Ae defendants filed appeals before the High Court. Hie plaintiff prayed diat 
Ac decree of Ae loAVer appellate Court should be set aside and Ae decree of die 
trial Court should be restored. The defendants, on the oAer hand, prayed diat 
Ae decree of Ae loAs-er Courts should be set aside and Ae plaintifTs suit should be 
•dismissed AviA costs. By its judgment dated 27 A April, 1964, the High Court dis- ' 
missed Ae second appeal preferred by die defendants but allowd the plaintiff’s . 
appeal, and set aside Ae judgment of. the loAver appellate Court and restored the 
judgment of Ac trial Court. The High Court furtlxcr remanded the case to the 
loAver appellate Court Avith Ae direction Aat “ die defendants be asked to render" 
accounts before Acy claim any paj-ment from Ae plaintiff at die time of redemption 
of Ae mortgage.” The present appeals are brought by Special Leave against Ac 
judgment of the Allahabad High Court datcd27A April, 1964, m Second Appeals 
“Nos. 4940 and- 3660 of 1961, . . • - 
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In support of these appeals it was contended by Mr. Sinha that the deed 
Exhibit 4, dated 27th July, 1922 was a sale deed and not a mortgage deed. It was 
pointed out that there was a subsequent deed of sale dated 8th October, 1922 
Exhibit A-26 which is named Tilimma Bainama,^ The contention \vas that the 
document Exhibit 4 dated 27th July, 1922 must be construed along with Exhibit 
A-26 which forms part of the same transaction and so construed the transaction 
was not a usufructuar>' mortgage but was an outright sale. We are unable to accept 
the argument put forward on behalf of the appellant. Exhibit A-26 dated 8th 
October, 1922 is not a registered document, and is hence not admissible ’in evidence 
to prove the nature of the transaction covered by the registered mortgage deed 
Exhibit *4, dated 27th July, 1922. If Exhibit 4 is taken by itself, there is no doubt 
that the transaction is one of mortgage. The document Exhibit 4 recites that in 
consideration of money advanced the executants “ mortgage the said house ‘ Bhog 
Bhandak’ bearing No. 64/71 situate inMohalla Gola Dina Nath.” Clause 2 provides 
a period of t%venty years for redemption of the mortgage. Clause 6 of the document 
stipulates that the cost of repairs tvill be borne by the mortgagors. Clause i states: 

“ That the said sum of Rupees seventeen hundred half of ^vhich is Rupees 
eight himdred and £fty -cvill carry interest at the rate of twelve annas per cent 

• monthly. The_ sum of Rupees six wiU be deducted towards rent monthly from 

the interest which ^viU accrue. The possession of the house has been delivered 
to the said mortgagee Mahajan (money-lender). The mortgagors will pay the 
balance of Rupees six annas twelve month by month to the said mortgagee after 
deducting the rent of Rupees six after giving the possession of the said°house and 
shop.” 

Clause 4 provides : 

“ That we will go on paying tire said Mahajan the sum of Rupees six trvelve 
annas the balance of the interest monthly. If the whole or part of the interest 
remains tmpaid we tvill pay at the time of redemption. If this amount of interest 
is not paid the said house shall not be redeemed.” 

The reading of these terms clearly show that Exhibit 4 was a mortgage deed and 
not a sale deed. It ^vas contended on behalf of the appellants that in order to avoid 
the payment Haqe-chaharum, the original deed, date’d 27th July, 1922 was drafted 
and executed in the form of a mortgage but it was actually meant to be an outri<Tht 
sale. In support of this argument reference ^v■as made to Exhibit A-26, dated 8th 
October, 1922. As we have already said Exhibit A-26 was required to be registered 
xmder section 54 of the Transfer of Property Act. In the absence of such registration 
this docniment cannot be received in evidence of any transaction aliecting the pro- 
perty in view of s^tion 49 of the Registration Act. . It -ivas, however, urged on 
behalf of the appellants that the effect of section 4 of the Transfer of Property Act 
was not to make section 49 of the Registration Act applicable to documents ^s'hich 
are compulsorily registrable by the provisions of section 54, paragraph 2' of the 
Transfer of Property Act. In support of this contention reliance was placed on the 
decision of the FuU Bench of the Allahabad High Court in Sokan Lai and others v. 
■^lokan Lai and others'^. 

Section 4 of the Transfer of Property Act states: 

“ The chapters md sections of this Act which relate to contracts shall be taken 
as part of the Indian Registration Act, 1872. 

And section'^, paragraphs 2 and 3, 59, 107 and 123 shall be read as supple- 
mental to the Indian Registration Act, 1908.” 

Section 54 of the Transfer of Property Act reads: 

“ ‘Sale ’ is a transfer of ownership in exchange for a price paid or promised 
or part-paid and part-promised. 


SC J— 9 
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Sudi transrcr. in the case of tangible immoveable propert}* of tlie value of oue 
hundred rupees and upwards^ or in the case of a reversion or other intangible 
toting, can be made only by a registered instnunent. 

In the case of tangible immoveable propert}-, of a value less than one hundred 
rupees, suclr transfer may be made eitlicr by a registered instrument or bv delivery 
of tlie property.”' 

Section 17 of the Registration Act states; 

“ 17. (i) The following documents shall be registered if the property to 

which they relate is situate in a district in whiclr, and if tliey have been executed 
on or after tlie date on wh'ch. Act No. XVI of 1864 dr the Indian Registration 
Act, 1866 or the Indian Registration Act, 1871, or die Indian Registration Act. 
1877, or this Act came or comes into force, namely : 

(fl) instruments of gift of immoveable property; 

(fc) other non-testamentary instruments which purport or operate to create, 
declare, assign, limit or extinguish, whether in present or in luture, any right, 
title or interest, whether vested or contingent, of the \alue of one hundred rupees 
and upis’ards, to or in immoveable property. 

(c) non-testamentary instruments nhich aclmoivlcdge the receipt or pay- 
ment of any consideration on account of tlie creation, declaration, assignment, 
limitation or extinction of any such right, tide or interest; and 

(d) leases of immoveable property from jear to year, or for any term exceed- 
ing one year, or resening a yearly rent; 

(c) non-testamentary instruments transferring or assigning any decree or 
order of a Court or any aivard when such decree or order or atvard purports or 
operates to create, declare, assign, limit or extinguish, ■whether in prtsent or in 
future, any right, tide or interest, whether vested or contingent of the mlue of one 
hundred rupees and upisurds, to or in immoveable property.” 

Section 49 of the Registration Act prior to its amendment in 1929 read: 

“ No document required by section 17 to be registered shall — 

(a) affect any immoveable property comprised therein, or 

(b) confer any po-iver to adopt, or 

(c) be received as evidence of any traruaction affecting such property or 
conferring such power, unless it has been registered.” 

. By section 10 of the Transfer of Property (Amendment) Supplementar}- Act, 

1929, section 49 was amended as Ibllo'ccs ; 

“ No document required by section 17 or by any provision of the Transfer of 
Property Act, 1882 to be registered shall— 

(a) affect any immoveable property comprised dierein, or 

(J) confer any power to adopt, or 

(c) be received as e^•idence of any trai^ction affecting such property or 
conferring such power unless it has been registered. 

Pro-vided that an unregistered document affecting immoveable property and 
required by this Act or the Transfer of Property Act, 1882, to be registered maybe 
received as evidence of a contract in a s'uit for specific performance under Chapter 
II of the Specific Relief Act, 1877^ or as exadt-nce of part performance ofa contract 
for the purposes of section 53--^ IransfCT of Property Act, 1882, or as 

evidence of any collateral transaction not required to be cficctcd by registered 
instrument.*’ 

The” inclusion of dm" words ”by any prowion of the Transfer of Property Act. 

1882” by the Amending Act, 1929 Settled the' doubt entertained as to •whether 
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the documents of \vhich the registration was compulsory- under the Transfer of 
Property Act, but not under section 17 of the Registration Act -weTe affected bv 
section 49 of the Registration Act. Section 4 of the Transfer of Propertv Act 
enacts that “ section 54, paragraphs 2 and 3, 59, 107 and 123 shall be read as supple- 
mental to the Indian Registration Act, igo8.” It was previously supposed that the 
effect of this section was merely to add to the list of documents of which the registra- 
tion was compulsory and not to include them in section 1 7 so as to bring the m within 
the scope of section 49. This ^vas the view taken by the Full Bench of the Allahabad 
High Court in Sokan Lai's case^. The same view was expressed in a Madras Case 
Rama Sahu v. Gowro Ratho~, and by'MacLeod, C.J., in a Bombay case Dawal v-. 
Dharma^, We are however absolved in the present case from examining the 
correctness of these decisions. For these decisions have been superseded by subse- 
quent legislation i.e., by the enactment of Act XXI of 1929 which by inserting in 
section 49 of the Registration Act the words “ or by any provision of the Transfer of 
Property Act, 1882” had made it clear that the documents in the supplemental 
list i.e., the documents cf which registration is necessary imder the Transfer of Pro- 
perty Act but not under the Registration Act faU within the scope of section 49 of 
the Registration Act and if not registered are not admissible as evidence of any trans- 
action aSLcting any immoveable property comprised therein, and do not affect 
any such immoveable property-. We arc accordingly of the opinion that Exhibit 
A-26 IjiUig unregistered is not admissible in evidence. In our opinion, Mr. Sinha 
is unable to make good his argument on this aspect of the case. 

Mr. Sinha contended that in any event the High Court should not have 
remanded the case to the lower appellate Court with a direction that the defen- 
dants should be asked to render accounts before they claim any payment from the 
plaintiff at the time of redemption of the mortgage. It was pointed out that the 
plaintiff did not file an appeal against the decree of the trial Court and in the 
absence of such an appeal the High Court was not legally justified in gi\-ing further 
relief to the plaintiff Aan that granted by the trial Court. In our opinion, there is 
justification for this argument. We accordingly set aside that portion of the decree 
of the High Court remanding the case to the lower appellate Court with a direction 
that the defendants should be asked to render accounts. • Otherwise v.-e affirm the 
decree of the High Court allotdng the plaintiff’s appeal with costs and setting 
aside the judgment and decree of the lower appellate Court and restoring judgment 
and decree of the trial Court, dated 31st October, 1956. 

Subject to this modification we dismiss these appeals. There will be no order 
as to costs in this Court. 

S.'V.J. ■ Order accordingly. 


. (192S) I.1..R- 50 AU. 986 CF3.)- 
. I.L.R. (igai) 44 55 : 39 M-LJ- 639- 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. Shah, V. Ramaswajh and A.N. Grover, JJ. 

'Ganesh Prasad Dixit , . . Appellant* 

V, 

The Commissioner of Sales Tax, Madhya Pradesh . . Respondent. 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act {II of 1959), section 18 (5) and rule 33 of the Rules, 
i^o^^Terms of Rule 33 not mandatory— Notice, not giving a clear Period of 15 days 
to show cause — No suggestion of prejudice on account of insufficiency of time— Notice 
not invalid. 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act {II 0/1959), section 2 { 6 .) and section 
'Registered dealeP, ajirm of building contractors— Purchase of building materials— 
Liability to Purchase Tax. ^ 

Rule 33 of the Madhya Pradesh General Tax Rules, 1959, is not intended to be 
““ cither invariable or rigid”, and “ unless prejudice has resulted to the tax payer 
the proceedings arc not liable to be set aside The terms of rule 33 are plainly 
not mandatory (It was not even suggested that because of the insufBcicncy of time 
the appellants were unable to submit their explanation for failure to make their 
returns of turnover). Held, notices served on the appellants, not giving them a 
•clear period of 15 days to show cause, were not invalid. 

Merely because, in respect of the periods the appellant’s turnover in respect 
-of sales was assessed as nil” on that account they did not cease to be registered 
•dealers within the meaning of the Act. 

A person to be a dealer within the meaning of the Act need not both purchase 
and sell goods ; a person who carries on the business of buying is by the express 
•definition of the term in section 2 (d) a dealer. 

Where no tax is payable under section 6 on the sale price of the goods, pur* 
chase-tax is payable by a dealer ivho lays taxable goods in the course of his 
business, and (i) either consumes such goods in the manufacture of other goods 
for sale, or (2) consumes such goods otherwise; or (3) disposes of such goods in any 
manner other than by way of sale in the State, or (4) despatches them to a 
place outside the State except as a direct result of sale or purchase in the course of 
inter-State tiade or commerce. Tlie assessees are registered as dealers and they 
Iiave purchased building materials in the course of their business : the building 
materials are taxable under the Act, and the appellants have consumed tlie 
materials otheiavise than in the manufacture of goods lor sale and for profit- 
motive. Held, on plain words of section 7 the purchase price is taxable. 

The integration that the price paid for buying goods consumed in the manu- 
facture of other goods, intended to be sold or otherwise disposed of, alone is 
taxable is not a reasonable interpretation of the expression “ either consumes 
mch goods in the manufacture of odicr goods for sale or othenvise ”. It is 
intended by the Legislature that consumption of goods renders the price paid for 
their purchase taxable, if the goods are used in the manufacture of other goods 
for sale or if the goods arc consumed othenvise. 

Whether in a particular set of circumstances a person may be said to carrying 
on business in a commodity must depend upon tlie facts of that case and no general 
test may be applied for determining that question. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgments and Orders, dated the 31st 

August, 1965 of the Madhya Pradesh High Court in Misc. Civil Cases Nos. 321 and 

331 of 1964. 


• G.As. Nos. 940 and 941 of 1966. 


3rd Februar}-, 1969. 
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G. P. DIXIT V. COiBIR. OF SALES TAX, M. P. {Shall, J.). 

Ghagla, Senior Advocate {B.L. Keema and Mrs, Anjali K. Varma, Advocates, 
and J'.B. Dadachanji, Advocate of Messrs. J.B. Dadachanji & Co,, with him), for 
App^ant (In both the Appeals). 

/.JV. Skrc^f, Advocate, for Respondent. (In both the Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, J. — -In respect of assessment to sales-tax for two accounting periods ist 
April, ig6i to 30th Jime, ig6r and ist July, 1961 to goth September, ig6i, the 
Board of Revenue, Afadhya Pradesh, refeiTcd the following questions to the High 
Court of Madh}^ Pradesh for opinion : 

“.(i) Whether in the facts and circumstances of the case the notice in Form 
XVI that was served on the applicant was invalid and therefore the assessment 
of the applicant on the basis of that notice was bad in law ? 

(2) Whether in the facts and circumstances of the case the applicant tvas a 
dealer during the assessment period under the Act and the imposition of purchase 
tax on him imder section 7 of the Act was in order ?” 

The High Court answered the iSrst question in the negative, and the second in the 
affirmative. These appeals are preferred with Special Leave granted by this Court. 

The appellants are a firm of building contractors and are registered as dealers 
under the Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act II of 1959. The appellants 
purchased building materials in the two accotmt periods and used the materials in 
the course of their business. The Sales Tax Officer, Jabalpur Circle, served notices 
xmder section 18 (5) of the Act calling upon the appellants to shorv cause why " best 
judgment ” assessments should not be made, and by order dated 30th November, 

1 96 1, he assessed the appellants to tax in respect of goods purchased by the. appel- 
lants for use in their construction business arid imposed a penalty of Rs. 200 in each 
case. Appeals against the orders imposing tax and penalty were dismissed by the 
Assistant Commissioner of Sales Tax and the Board of Revenue. 

Rule 33 of the Afadhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Rules, 1959, provides that a 
notice of assessment under section 18 (5) shall be in Form XVI, and ordinarily it shall 
give not less than 15 days from the date of the service to the assessee to show cause 
why he should not be assessed or reassessed to tax and/or to pay penalty ”. The 
notices served upon the appellants did not give them a clear period of 15 days to 
show cause. But rve are unable to hold on that account that the notices and the 
assessments were invalid. We agree mth the High Court that the rule is not intended 
to be “either invariable or rigid ”, and “ unless prejudice has resulted to the tax- 
payer the proceedings are not liable to be set aside”. It is not even suggested 
that because of the insufficiency of time the appellants were unable to submit their 
explanation to failure to make their returns of turnover. Two cases on which 
reliance was placed by Counsel for the appellants in support of the plea that the 
notices were invalid have, in our judgment, no ’bearing. In Messrs. Kajorimal 
Kalyanmal v. The Commissioner of Income-tax, U.P:^, it u-as held that a notice under 
section 22 (2) of the Income-tax Act, 1922, giving the assessee 29 days for filing the 
return was “ entirely ille.ffal ”. In Jamna Dhar Potdar and Co., Lyallpur v. Commis- 
sioner of Income-tax, Punjab -, it was held, following the judgment in Kajorimal KalyanmaVs 
case\ that a notice which does net give to a tax-payer under section 22 (2) of the 
Income-tax Act, 1922, clear notice for funisbing a return, of thirt)’- da}’s from the 
date of ser\-ice is illegal. But these cases were decided under section 22 (2) of the 
Income-tax Act, 1922, before it was amended by the Income-tax (Amendment) 
Act (VII of 1939). Under the section as it then stood, it ^v'■as enacted that the Income- 
tax Officer shall ser\-e a notice upon any person "whose total income is in the opinion 
of tlie Income-tax Officer of such an amount as to render that person liable to pay 
income-tax. The section "vvas held to be mandatorj'. But the terms of rule 33 of 
the Aladhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Rules are plainly not mandator}% The 
armver given by the High Court on the first question must be accepted. 


• (193C') 3 l.T.C. 451. 


~ ('935) 3 I.T.R. 1 12. 
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To appreciate tlic scope of the enquifv under the second que^stion. the rclexant 
pimisions ofUiciict maybesummariscd. By section 2 (d) ofthe Act, in so far as it is 
relevant, the cxpre^ssion dealer" is defined as meaning, amongst others. “ any person 
^\lio carries on the business of buying, selling. suppK-ing or distributing goods, 
directly or omcns ise . By section 4 (2) evciy^ dealer is liable to tax in respect of 
sal(^ or supphes of goods effected in Afadhya Pradesh wdth effect from the date on 
^sltich nis turno\cr calculated during a period of twelve months immediately preced- 
ing stmh date first exceeds the limits specified in sub-section (5). Section 6 provides 
that uic tax paj'ablc by a dealer under the Act shall be levied on his taxable turnover 
relating to the goods specified in Schedule II. Section 7 provides : 

Every dealer ^\■ho in the course of his business purchases any taxable goods, in 
circumstances in which no tax imdcr section 6 is paj-able on the sale price of such 
goods and either consumes such goods in the manufacture of other goods for sale 
or otherwise or disposes of such goods in any manner other than by way of sale in 
the State or despatches them to a place outside the State except as a direct result 
of sale or purchase in the course of inter-State trade or commerce, shall be liable 
to pay tax on the purchase price of such goods at the same rate at which it would 
have been leviable on the sale price of such goods imder section 6 ; 

Provided * * ■ *■’ 


Counsel for tlie appellants submitted that the appellants were not “ dealers ” 
within the meaning of the Act because they did not carry on the business of buj-ing 
^ods, and that in any event, the goods purchased by them for use in their cons^c- 
tion business tvere not liable to tax under section 7. 

The appellants are regktered dealers under the Aladh^’a Pradesh Genera^ 
Sales Tax Act, -1958 (II of 1959). It is true that in respect of the periods their 
turnover in respect of sales was assessed as “ nff But on that account they did 
not cease to be registered dealers witliin the meaning of the Act. A person to be a 
dealer within the meaning of the Act need not both purchase and sell goods ; a 
person seho carries on tlic business of bujdng is by the express definition of the term 
in section 2 (d) a “ dealer ”. This Court held in Tiir Stafe of Andhra Pradezh v. H. 
Abdul Bakshi and Brothers'^, that it is not predicted of a dealer that he must carry on 
the business of buying and selling the same goods. A person -i\ho bm-s goods for 
consumption in the process of manufacture of articles to be sold by him is a dealer 
within the meaning of the Hyderabad General Sales Tax Act (XIV of 1950). In 
H. Abdul Bafeshi and Brothers^ case\ the assessees sold skins, after tanning hides and 
skins purchased by them. In the process of tanning, they had to use tanning bark 
purchased by them. This Court held that the turnover arising out of the taiming 
bark purchased by the assessees for consiunption in the process of tanning v-as liable 
to tax on the footing that the assessees were carrjlng on the business of buying goods, 
even though die goods bought were consumed in the process of tanning. In dealing 
with the question whether an activin- of purchase of goods required for consimption 
in a manufacturing process may be regarded as a business, the Court observed 
(at page 647); 

“ A person to be a dcalermust be engaged in die business of buying or selling 
or suppl^’ing goods. The expression ''business tliough cxtensi\cl\ used is a 
■word of indefinite import. In taxing statutes it is used in the sense of^ti occupa- 
tion, or profession which occupies the time, attention and^ labour Oi a pcison, 
normally iNfith the object of making profit. To regard an acthfitj* as business dicre 
must be -a course of dealings, either actually continued or contemplated to be 
continued with a profit motive, and not for sport or pleasure. But to be a dealer a 
person need not follow the acthfit}" of buj'ing, selling and supplying the stme 
■commodiU'. Mere buying for personal consumption, i.r., is-ithouta profit motive, 
vi'ill not make a person dealer within the meaning of the .Act, but a person who 
consumes a commodity bought by him in die course of his trade, or use in manu- 


r 


r. (1964) 15 S.T.C. 644. 




ij G. P. DIXIT y. COMMR. OF SALES TAX, M. P. (Shah, J.). 71 

facturing another commodity for sale, would be regarded as a dealer. The Legis- 
lature has not made sale of the very article bought by a person a condition for 
treating him as a dealer ; the defimtion merely requires that the buying of the 
commodity mentioned in rule 5 (2) must be in the course of business, i.e., must 
be for sale or use with a view to make profit out of the integrated activity of Iiuying 
and disposal. The commodity may itself by converted into another saleable 
commodity, or it may be used as an ingredient or in aid of a manufacturing 
process leading to the production of such saleable commodity.” 

This Court agreed with the view expressed in L. M. S. Sadak TTtamby & Co. v. The 
State of Madras'^, in rvhich a similar question rvas decided by the High Court of 
Madr^. In that case the assessee had purchased tanning bark and had consumed 
it in tanning raw hides. The Madras High Court held that the buying of goods 
was in the course of business since it was associated wdth the business of tanning of 
hides carried on with a profit-making motive. These decisions support the contention 
of the State that price paid for goods bought for consumption in manufacturing an 
article for sale is exigible to purchase-tax even if the goods purchased are either 
destroyed or transformed into another species of goods. 

Counsel for the appellants urged that in the case of H. Abdul Bakshi and Brothers- 
and iw’VLS'. Sadak Thamby & Company^, the assessees were carrying on the business 
■of selling goods manufactured by them and for the purpose of manufacturing those 
goods certain other goods were purchased and consumed in the process of manufac- 
ture, but here the goods are not consmned in producing ano&er commodity for 
sale, and on that account the two cases are distinguishable. The answ'er to that 
argument must be sought in the terms of section 7. The phraseology used in that 
•section is somewhat involved, but the meaning of the section is fairly plain. Where 
no sales tax is payable under section 6 on the sale price of the goods, purchase-tax 
is payable by a dealer svho buys taxable goods in the course of his business, and (i) 
either consumes such goods in the manufacture of other goods for sale, or (2) consumes 
such goods otherwise ; or (3) disposes of such goods in any manner other than by 
“way of sale in the State, or (4) despatches them to a place outside the State except as 
a direct result of sale or purchase in the course of inter-State trade or commerce. 
The assessees are registered as dealers and they have purchased building materials 
in the course of their business : the building materials are taxable under the Act, 
and the appellants have consumed the materials otherwise than in the manufacture 
-of goods for sale and for a profit-motive. On the plain -words of section 7 the pur- 
-chase price is taxable. 

A'lr. Chagla for the appellants urged that the expression “ or other^vise ” is 
intended to denote a conjunctive introducing a specific alternative to the words “ for 
sale ” immediately preceding. The clause in %vhich it occurs means, says Mr. 
Chagla, that by section 7 the price paid for buying goods consumed in the manufac- 
ture of other goods, intended to be sold or other\rise disposed of, alone is taxable. 
We do not think that that is a reasonable interpretation of the expression “ either 
consumes such goods in the manufacture of other goods for sale or othens-ise ”. 
It is intended by the Legislature that consmnption of goods renders the price paid 
for their purchase taxable, if the goods are used in the manufacture of other goods 
for sale or if the goods are consuined othendse. 

The decision in Versova Koil Sdhakari Vahaliik Sangh Ltd. v. The Stale of 
Maharashtra^, on which reliance wzs placed by Mr. Chagla has, in our judgment, no 
application. In that case a society registered under the Bombay Co-operative 
"Societies Act, 1925, carried on the business of transporting fish belonging to its 
members from fishing centres to the markets and riee versa. For preserving fish in the 
course of transport, the society used to purchase ice, and the members, whose fish was 
transported, •^vere charged for the quantity of ice required in respect of their baskets 
•of fish. The difierence between the price paid by the societ}- for ice purchased 
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and die charge made by the society for ice supplied rras brought to tax by the Sale 
Tax Officer under die Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1 959. TIic High Court of Bombay 
held diat die society is’as not supplying ice widi the intention of carrying on business 
in ice, and on that account die society was not a “ dealer " -within die definition 
of that term in section 2 (r i) of the Act in regard to the supply of ice by it to its 
members. In diat ease die taxing authority did not seek to impose pm^ase-tax: 
he sought to bring to tax die difference bctisxen the price paid by the society for 
purchasing ice and the charges ivhich it made from its members for supplying ice, 
and the High Court held that in supplying ice the society was not carrying on business 
in ice, and on that account \s-as not a “ dealer • \^ethcr in a particular set of 
circumstances a person may be said to be carrying-on business in a commodity 
must depend upon the facts of that case and no general test may be applied for deter- 
mining that question. 

The appeals fail and arc dismissed unth costs. One hearing fee. 

S.V.J. — : Appeal dismissed- 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Presext J. C. Shah, Y. RAJiASivAiii and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

The State of Rajasthan and another . . Appellants* 

D. 

M/s. Man Industrial Corporation Ltd., Jaipur . . Respondent. 

Sales Tax — Contract whether for sale of goods or for service — Depends upon the main object 
of the parties gathered from terms of contract, circumstances of transaction and custom of 
the trade — Contract for providing and fixing ■“ windows,’' of certain sizes in accordance 
with specifications, designs and drawing etc. — Whether works contract or contract for 
sale of goods — Test. 

Wliethcr a particular contract is one for sale of goods or is a contract for service 
depends upon the main object of the parties gathered from the terms of the 
contract, the circumstances of the transaction, and custom of the trade and no 
universal rule applicable to all transactions may be evolved. The test in each 
case is ivhether the object of the party sought to be taxed is that the chattel as 
chattel passes to the other party and the sendees rendered in connection with the 
installation arc under a separate contract or are incidental to the execution of 
the contract of sale. 

Held on facts, the object of the respondent was to enter into a works contract. 
The specifications of the isdndows were set out in the contract. The primary 
undertaking of the respondent was not merely to supply the ivindows but to ^‘fix’ * 
thewindo-ws. This service is not rendered under a separate contract, nor is the 
service sho-ivn to be rendered customarily or normally as incidental to the sale by 
the person who supplies -^sdndo-w-leaves. The * fixing ’ of ndndorrs in the mmner 
stipulated required special skill. If the windows were not properly “ fixed ” the 
contract would not be complete and the respondent could not claim die amount 
agreed to be paid to it. It ivas only upon the fixing ” of the windotv leaves and 
when the -ivindow leaves had become a part. of the building construction that 
the property in the goods passed imdcr the terms of the contract. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgnient and Order, dated the 13th May, 
1963 of die Rajasthan High Court in D. B. Civil Reference No. 18 of 1963* 

M. C. Chagla; Senior Advocate [K. Baldeva Mehta, Advocate, ivith him), for 
Appellants. 

Sa 7 iat P. Mehta and O. P. Malhotra, Advocates, and J. B. Dadachanji and O. C- 
Malhttr. Advocates ol Mjs. J. B. Dadachanji & Co., for Respondent. 


* G.A. r^o, 812 of ig66. 


4th February, 




1] STATE OF RAJASTHAN V. M/s. MAN industrial CORPN.LTO 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, J.-Thc respondent cam^on^^^ebusi respondent submitted 

windows, sashes and other goods. - . Enmneer. Ajmer, Central Division, 

in pursuance of an invitation by Exeemij^e^En.in^^^^^ 

its tender for pro\'iding and fixmg • Pomnosite Windoi\x ’ of certain s^& 

‘ W-i ’ Tj-pe,” “ T.H. ^Vindows and and instructions.' = The 

in accordance witli the specificatiom, carried out the contract. 

tender was accepted and the respondent carried out We turnover 

The Sales Tax Officer ‘B’ Cirdj Jaffi-;City, ;^dd tliat the contract 

of the respondent Rs. 23,480 rocened un ^ -e . responffint had witli 

le-ith the Executive Engmcer w^ ° i^etured by it “ voluntarUy offered to fit 
a ^-iew to promote sales of goods ^Lt servdee. The Deputy Gom- 

the goods- and had made no ^''.P^''^^;^^?Jefdffiatfrom the acceptance of the tcn^i^ 

missioner. Excise and Taxation, in appeal ^ ^ T^X/of 

two contracts resulted; one for Pro' specified building, and th^ ^^^rnrdinelv 
“ fixine those doors and ivindows m a speemeu taxable. He according!} 

the go?ds supplied, but not the chargejor 

reminded the case .vith a direction to ^sess By 

only. The Board of Revenue that the contract undertaken by 

pasLd by the Deputy Commissioner obse^'^g 

the respondent was not a contrac Revenue to the High 

The foUowing question was referre y 
Court of Rajasthan : contract bebveen the applicant 

»methcr 

K “fa”f 

representing the sale ol die v i 

thus partly liable to sa es- • ti the respondent and the Executive 

Engineer was a Duiiai g 

was not taxable. accepted by the Executive Engmeer 

The relevant terms of tlie 

were; 

Hem RaU-lenderfor IVarh president of India of the work 

TWe hereby tender for the “?,Un the time speciEed in sueh 

ime bereoy memomnaurn accordance m aU respects 

specified in ^he specified ^Eerem, ip ^v^iting referred to 

memorandum designs, dvaV'ingj of contract and ivith such mate- 

rials as are P‘'°^l^/anpl’icablc.” , , • » 

conditions so far as app setting out the general description 

This recital was followed by ^ ,,qndow-lcavcs were to be supplied, the esti- 

bufiding in respect description and the number of items of work 

mared cost of the i^onWa^t ^ offered to be done were pro^ndmg and 

Xred to be done, Tire relevant conditions were. 

fixing ” four di ere ^ ^ executed as per the specifications attached. 

“i. The vor ' s completed in 6 months from the date of award of 

2. The work is m 


wor. 


•ks. 
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4. The -windows are to be fitted trith raid plugs in cut stone norks. 

5. Work will be executed cither by plain glass or ground glass as may be 
decided by the Engineer in Cliarge. 

Note. — 

1. ♦ * * ^ ?! * 

2. We are ofiering windows which -vdll be glazed -with plain g lass only. 
If at a later date it is desired to have wdndows glazed idth ground glass, the 
difference in cost of glass ivill have to be paid by you. 

3. * * * * * 

4. * * * * !)t * 

5. The question is based on the current price.*- of mild steel billets fixed 
by the Government. Should there be any change in the controlled price of 
billets supplied to us, proportionate revision in the cost of rolled sections used in 
the fabrication will ^ made in the quotation. 

6. Sales tax or any other tax is applicable will be extra. 

7. Work ivill be completed in 6 months from the date of order.” 

'These were followed by specifications relating to the steel to be used in the fabrica- 
tion, glazing, fittings and finish of the tvindows. 

The respondent oSered to execute and complete the “ work ” mentioned in 
the witten memorandum according to the specifications and conditions. In the 
view of the High Court the contract was for work, in the execution of ivhich some 
movable property passed; it was not a contract for sale of -windows and for rendering 
■service in connection with the fixing of those windoivs. 

Counsel for the State of Rajasthan contends that the respondent carried on the 
Tj-usiness of fabricating and selling window and door leaves and sashes etc. and entered 
into a contract for “ sale of -vs-indows.” and to promote sale of its manufactured 
goods, undertook to Gx tlie ivindo-(vs without demanding any charge for that sen'icc, 
and the High Court was in error in holding that the contract was one of sendee 
in the execution of which property in the materials supplied by the respondent 
passed. Counsel urged that the terms of the tender -were not decisive and the 
Court tvas entitled to ascertain the ti-ue effect of the contract as disclosed by tlie 
nature of the work, and the invoice ” for pai-menl made out by the respondent. 
■Counsel submitted. that it is usual for manufacturers or dealers in specialised articles 
to arrange to “ fix and service ” die articles sold by them and on that account the 
eontract does not acquire the character of a contract of service. He gave instances 
■of sale of motor- tipes, luggage carriers, air conditioning units, refrigerators and 
contended that in undertaking to instal or fix th<'se units or articles die sellers do 
not enter into a is'orks contract merely because they undertake to instal or for the 
articles sold so as to make them fit for immediate service. But -whether a particular 
contract is one for sale of goods or is a contract for service depends upon the mam 
object of the parties gathered from the terms of the contract, the circumstances of 
the transaction, and custom of the trade and no universal rule applicable to all 
transactions may be evolved. 

As observed in Halsbury’s X.aivs of England, 3rd edition, "N'o]. 34, -Article 3 at 
page 6: 

“ A contract of sale of goods must be distinguislicd from a contract for -work 
and labour. A contract of sale is a contract ivhose main object is the transfer of 
the property in, and the delivery of the possession of, a chattle as a chattel to 
the buyer. ^Vlicrc the main object of i%-ork undertaken by the payee of tlie price 
is not dictransfer of a diattle chattel, the contract, is one for work and labour. 
The test is -whether or not tlie work and labour bestowed and in ani-thing that 
can properly become the subject of sale: ncitlicr the oivncrship of the materials, 
nor the value of the skill and labour as compared with tlie \-aIuc of tlie materials 
is conclusive, altliough such matters may he taken into consideration in deter- 
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mining, in the circumstances of a particular case, whether the contract is in 
substance one for %vork and laborur or one for the sale of a chattel.” 

What did the respondent agree to do when it offered its tender ? Did the respon” 
dent agree to sell the window-leaves as described in the tender or did it, as P^rt^ o 
a works contract, agree to “fix” window's of certain specifications in the building 
intended to be used for the offices of the Accountant-General ? On a considera- 
tion of all the circumstances, es'e are of the view that the object of the respondent was 
to enter into a works contract. That clearly appears from the terms of me tendei 
and its acceptance. The tvindois-s tvere to be fabricated according to the specifi- 
cations with glass plain or ground — 'as decided by the Engineer in Charge, ^d u erc 
to be “ fixed ” tvithin sLx months from the date of its acceptance to tlie building 
tvith rawl plugs in cut stone-work.” The rate quoted by the respondent was b^d 
on the cuT^t price of mild steel billets, and the price was to be revised in the light 
of cost revision of the controlled price of steel supplied to the responden . 

The contract undertaken by the respondent .ras to prepare 
according to the specifications and to fix them to the building. ■ 

fivo contocts-one^of sale and another of service “ Fi.^ing ” ^ 

building was also not incidental or subsidiary to the s^e, bu A. 
of the contract. The ivindow-leaves did not pass to the Union of ^ 
terms of the contract as ivindoiv-lcavcs. Only on the fixing ^vindows 

stipulated, the contract could be fully executed and tlie proper y 
passed on the completion of the iTOrk and not before. 

It was said by this Court in The Stele of Madras v. G™ '[IShfsiWe 
(Madras) Ltd.\ that in a building contract which 

there is no sale of goods. In the case ofa building contract pp 

nsed does not pass to tlie other party to tlie contrac construction of a 

the absence of an agreement to the contrary, onlv on the theorv 

building become the property of the other party to the contract onl> on tne 

In The Governmait of Andhra Pradesh v. Guntur Tobaccos Ltd.-, this Couit pointed 
■out (at page 255) : , 1 „ 

A contract for n ork in the exertion 'f “ |“oL“or“e«Ldon .and 
of three forms. The contract nray be ''“ 5 : “ ; it may be 
for supply of materials used in the execution accessory^ or incidental to 

a contract for work in which the use of "‘^teriak is accessory or ^ 

theexerationofthework; oritmaybeawnfr^^ the contract is voluntary 

materials though not accessory to die c. . though property passes 

or gratuitous. In the last class there is n of the first or the second class 

it does not pass for a price, mether a con ^ composite contract 

must depend upon tlie circumstances, p,,nTirl rateo-orv it is a contract for 

for ivork and sale of goods; where it is of the second category, 

execution of work not involving sale ot goo 

"The contract in question in this case is of the second \ ari t) ^ , ,r r. --.TtAv 

Counsel relied upon Fatnaik and ^®’^“Ycases”the^urrheld on a consideration 
The State of Maharashtra^ But j^nces that the assessees had agreed to 

of the tei-ms of the contract and the circu Poj. of chattels, 

and did supply “ motor-bus bodies and tlic c o 

they ivere liable to pay sales-tax. 

. 1 • tr, nammissioiier of Sales Tax. Maharashtra State’ 

£»»ta“v *£• iriat <Se » firm of clcchical conhactom uadenook 

the job otiimllfg cicchical fitting, in the honse, of them customer, tth.ch .mol- 
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vcd the supply and feing of goods, such as ■u'ire, brass clips, trail brackets and tube 
lights tvitli accessories. The asscssees charged their customers consolidated rates 
for the materials consumed and labour involved, in carrying out the contracts. 
The Sales Tax Officer cliargcd to tax under the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1959, the 
value of materials supplied in carrying out the contracts. It was held by the High 
Court of Bombay that the transaction of the asscssees with their customers was not 
a pure works contract, but a combination of tvro distinct and separate contracts, 
one for the supply or the sale of goods for consideration, and the other for the 
supply of -work and labour, and that part of the contract, which consisted of 
supply of goods for consideration, was liable to tax under the Sales Tax Act. That 
case was brought in appeal to this Court at the instance of the asscssees. This 
Court in An/n Eleclrks, Bombay v. Commissioner of Sales Tax, Maharashtra Siate\ 
discharged the answer recorded by the High Coiu-t, holding that the conclusions 
recorded by the Deputy Commissioner and the Tribunal were based on no 
evidence, and the High Court could not record, on the facts found, an answer to the 
question referred. The Deputy Commissioner had proceeded only upon the terms 
of the invoice in which a charge was made for supplying and "fixing” the materials 
and providing light points complete with 1/8 CTS. wire, brass clips, tapes and 
all approved accessories. The conclusion of the departmental authorities was not 
based on any intention of the parties as disclosed by the evidence, but plainly on 
the terms of the invoice which was ambiguous. 

In The Stale of Madras v. Richardson and Cruddas Lid. -, the asscssees without a 
formal contract agreed to supply fabricate and erect steel structures for a sugar 
factory. The assessees completed the contract. A bill was submitted by the assessees 
for charges for fabrication, supply and erection of steel structures at certain rates, 
Tlie High Coiut of Madras on a consideration of the evidence held that there was- 
a stipulation for a consolidated lump-sum payment of Rs. 1,160 per ton for fabrica- 
ting, supplying and erecting at site all steel work etc.; there was no stipulation for 
passing of property in the goods to the factory before actual completion of the erection 
tvork; there ffie contract did not contemplate dissecting the \'alue of the goods 
supplied and the value of work and labour bestowed in ffie execution of the work ; 
and the predominant idea underlying the contract was the bestos\ing of special 
skill and labour by the experienced engineers and mechanics of the assessees. This 
Court agreed with the High Court and held that the contract seas a %vorks contract 
and not a contract for sale. 

Our attention was invited to a judgment of the Court of Appeal in ^ve v, 
Norman Wright [Builders) Ltd.^. In that case the respondents contracted with the 
Secretary of State for War to do the work and supply the material mentioned in 
the Schedules to the contract, including the supply of black-out curtains, curtain 
rails and battens and their erection at a number of Police Stations. It was held by 
the Court of Appeal that the respondents were liable to pay purchase-tax. Reliance 
was placed upon the observations made by Goddard, L.J., at page 482 : 

“ If one orders another to make and fix curtains at his house the contract is^ 
one of sale though work and labour are involved in the making and fixing, nor 
does, it matter that ultimately the property was to pass to the War Office under 
the head contract. As between the plaintiff and the defendants the former 
passed the property in the goods to the defendants who passed it on to the War 
Office.” 

We do not think that these obsdvntions furnish a universal test that whenever tlicrc 
is a contract to " fix ” certain articles made by a manufacturer the contract must be 
deemed one for sale and not of scrs'icc. The test in each case is svhether the object 
of the party sought to be taxed is that the chattel as cliattcl passes to tltc other part}' 
and the services rendered in connection with tlic installation are tmder a separate 
contract or are incidental to the execution of tire contract of sale. 


r. frgG6) 17 S.T.C. 57S. 
2, (1968) 21 S.T.C. 245. 


•?. L.R. (1944) I K.B. 484. 
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In the present case, the specifications of the tvindotvs were set out in the con- 
tract. The primary undertaking of the respondent was not merely to supply the 
■windows but to “ fix ” the ^v•indows. This seiAUce is not rendered tmder a separate 
■contract, nor is the service shotra to be rendered customarily or normally as inciden- 
tal to the sale by the person who supplies 'tvindotv-Ieavcs. The “ fixing ” of windotvs 
in the manner stipulated required special technical skill. If the tvindotvs were not 
properly “ fixed,” the contract tvoidd not be complete, and the respondent could 
not claim the amotmt agreed to be paid to it. We agree with the High Court that 
it teas only upon the “ fixing ” of the window-leaves and when the window leaves 
had become a part of the building construction that the property in the goods passed 
imder the terms of the contract. 

The appeal fails and is dismissed tvith costs. 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREJv'IE COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction,) 

Present ; — ^\'. Rama^vami and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

National and Grindla^-s Bank Ltd. . . Appellant* 

r. 

The Mtmicipal Corporation for Greater Bombay . . Respondents. 

Bombay Municipal Corporation Act {HI of 1888), sections 146, 147, 154, 155 and 156 — 
Interpretation — -Property tax — -Levy of— Lease of the land — Lessee building upon the 
land— Composite assessment of tax upon the land and building taken together— Primary 
liability on the lessor of the land if warranted under section 146 (2) (a). 

interpretation of Statutes— Contemporanea expositio — Meaning of the enactment obscure^ 
Construction put upon it by authorities for a long time — Court, if may resort to contemporary 
construction. 

Has primary liability* been imposed on the appellant tmder the Bombay Alunici- 
pal Corporation Act ^II of 1888) to pay property taxes to the respondent, i.c., 
the Municipal Corporation of Grcnter Bombay in respect of land owned by the 
appellant and let on a monthly basis to a third party tvho has constructed a 
building thereon ? 

Held that. The language of section 146 (2) indicates that the Legislature con- 
templated that in a case ^\•he^e the land and the btiilding are o-^vned by different 
persons there should be a composite assessment of property tax. The reason 
is that in section 146 (i) and (2) the word ‘ premises ’ is used in contrast to section 
146 (3) where the u-ords ' land and building ’ are separately mentioned. In 
section 154 (i) of the Act again, the Legislature uses the expression ‘ building or 
land.’ Then section 155 proHdes for the right of the CommLsioner to call infor- 
mation from the orvner or the occupier in order to enable him to determine the 
rateable value of any building or land and the person primarily liable for the 
pavment of any property tax levied in respect thereof. Section 156 provides 
that the Commissioner shall maintain a book to be called the assessment book 
Avhich book is to contain among other things a list of all lands and buildings. 
Therefore, the scheme of section 146 is that when the land is let and the tenant 1 ms 
built upon the land, there should be a composite assessment of tax upon the land 
and building taken together. In the case of such a composite unit tlie primary 
liability of assessment of tax is intended to be on the lessor of the land under 
section 146 (2) (a) of the Act. Section 146 (3) of the Act furnishes tire key to the 
interpretation of section 146 (2) (c)-_ In^ dte context of section 146 (3) the lessor 
of the premises as mentioned in section 146 (2) (a) must be construed as to mean 
the lessor of the land on rvhich the building has been constructed by the tenant. 


•C.A- No. 462 of 1966. 


5th February, 1969. 
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In tliis connection, reference should be made to section 147 tvhich provides for an 
apportionment of responsibility for property tax srhi n the premises assessed are 
let oi- sub-let. The language of sub-section suggi sts that the kssor of tlie land has 
the right of recovering from his tenant tlie amount of tax tvhich he has paid in 
excess of tlie tax ivhich tlic property is liable to pay on the basis of the rcjit reco- 
vered by tlie l(.ssor. It is also clear tliat tlie inUntion of the 1a gislaturc in fixing' 
the primary liability of property tax upon the owner of tlie land in a case not 
falling under section 146 (3) of the Act is to facilitate the collection of property. 
In the ease of a montlily tenant who puts up a temporary' shack or asbestos shed 
on tlie land and is'ho may at any time terminate the lease at a short notice, it is not 
always possible for tlie Corporation to kee.p track of tlie lessee and to collect tlie 
property tax from him. It is not unreasonable therefore that in a case of this 
description die Lcgislatui-c should impose die primary' liability for die payment of 
die property tax upon die lessor of the land and to give him the right of recoup- 
ment under section 147. 

Assuming that the meaning of section 146 (2) of die Act is obscure and that 
is possible to interpret it as throwing the primary' liability for payment of property 
tax upon the lessee who has coiistiuctid a building on the land, the Court may- 
resort to contemporary' construction, that is the construction which the authorities 
have put upon- it by' their usage and conduct for a long time. The principle 
applicable is “ optima legum interpress est consuctudo The Act U'as passed in the 
year 1S88 and dierc appears to be a practice followed by' the Bombay' Municipal 
Corporation for a very long time of treating die land and the building constructed 
upon it as single unit and chai'ging the property tax upon die oirae-r of die land 
in a case ivherc the land is let for a period of less than one year to a tenant ivho 
has constructed a building thereon. 

-Appeal by Special Leave from the Order dated the 25di March. 1964 of the 
Bombay High Court in Letters Patent Appeal No. 28 of 1964, 

S.V. Guptc, Senior Advocate (P.P. Khamhattc, D.P. Mehta and Miss Bhuvnesh 
Kumari, Advocates, and 0 .( 7 . Mathur^ .Advocate of Mjs. J. B. Dadcchcnji Co.. 
widi him), for Appellant. 

M. C. Chagla, Senior Advocate (/.A'l ShroJ", Advocate, with him), for 
Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by * 

Ramaswami, J.— The question of law involved in this appeal is whether the 
primary liability is imposed on the appellant imder the Bombay Municipal Corpora- 
tion Act, 1888 (Act No. Ill of 1888) to pay property taxes to the respondent, i.e.. 
the Municipal Corporation of Greater Bombay' in respect of land owned by the 
appellant and let on a monthly basis to a third party ivho has constructed a 
building thereon. 

The appellant is a banking company incorporated in the United Kdngdom and 
has establisivd places of business in India. The appellant is the sole trustee of the 
estate of the late Mr. F.E. Dinshaw and in that capacity is the oiraer of a plot of 
land at Mancliubhai Road, Malad, Greater Bombay in the State of Maharashtra, 
bearing No. P-Ward No. 6418, Street No. 299-B. The said plot of land had been 
leased by the former trustee of tlie estate to one Mr. R.R. Pande (hereinafter referred 
to as the lessee) since a number of yyars at a monthly rent of Rs. 12-50. The lessee 
had constructed at his oim cost a tiled house on the said plot of land. Tlie jMalad 
area merged into Greater Bombay' on ist Ftbruary', ipS?* Upto the date of the 
merger the Malad District Mimicipality u'as assessing and Icty'ing taxes on the 
land and the structure separately and recovering the same from the landlord and 
the tenant. After the merger, 'die Bombay Municipal Corporation issued a notice 
to the appellant under section 167 of the Act informing him that the assessment 
book ha‘d lyen amended by inserting the name of die appellant and that the ratea- 
ble value of thcTiousc had beenfixed at Rs. 430'. Bemg aggrieved by this order the 
appellant preferred an apjjeal to the Chief Judge, Small Causes Court, ^mbay 
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under section 217 of the Act. The appeal teas dismissed by the Chief Judge, Small 
Causes Court by his order dated 3rd August. rg6o. The appellant took the matter 
in further appe^ to the Bombay High Court. The appeal was heard by hlr. Justice 
Patel and was dismissc d on thf' 14th January, 1964. 'ITie learned Judge felt diat he 
■was boimd by the decision of Chagla, C.J., and Shah. J., in Ramji Keshavji v. I^Iunici- 
pc! Corperation for Greeter Bombej-'^. Tlie appellant thereafter prePrred a Letters 
Patent Appeal Ko. 28 of 1964 which was summarily dismissed by Chief Justice H.K. 
Chainani and hir. Justice Gokhale on 25th March, 1964. The present appeal is 
brought by Special Leave from the judgment of the Bombay High Court, dated 25th 
Mardb, 1964. 

Section 3 (r) of the Bombay Alunicipal Corporation Act, 1888 (Act No. 3 of 
1888} (hereinafte.r called the Act) defmc.s ‘ land ’ as including land which is being 

built upon or is b'uilt upon or covered with water Section 3 (s) defines 

‘ b uildin g ' as including a house, out-house, stable, shed, but and every other such 
structure, rvhethcr of masonry bricks, wood, mud, metal or any other material 
whatever. Section 3 (gg) defines ‘ premises ' as including messuages, buildings 
and lands of any tenure, 'whether open or enclosed, whether built on or not and 
whether public or private. Section 140 states : 

“ 140. The following taxes shall be leeied on buildings and lands in Greater 
Bombay and shall be called propertv* taxes namely : — 

(c) a water tax of so many per centum of their rateable value as the corpora- 
tion shall deem reasonable for providing a water-supply for Greater Bombay; 

{b) a halalkhor-tax of so many per centum, not exceeding five of their rate- 
able value as wiU, in the opinion of the corporation, suffice to provide for the collec- - 
tion, removal and disposal, by municipal agency, of all exacmentitious and 
polluted matter from privies, urinals and cesspools and for efiiciently maintain- 
ing and repairing the municipal drains constructed or used for the receptions or 
conveyance of such matter, subject however, to the provisions that the minimum 
amount of such tax to be levied in respect of any one separate holding of land, or 
of any one building or of any one portion of a building which is let as a separate 
holding, shall be six annas per month, and that the amotmt of such tax to be 
levied in respect of any hotel, club or other large premises may be specially 
fixed tmder section 1 72 ; 

(c) a general tax of not less than eight and not more than twenty-six per 
centum of their rateable value, together with not less than one-eighth and not more 
than three-quarters per centum of thf ir rateable v-alue added thereto in order 
to provide for the expense necessary for fulfilling the duties of the corporation 
arising under cla-use (b) of section 61 and Chapter XH^; 

(ca) the education cess leviable imder section 195-E ; 

(d) betterment charges leviable under Chapter XII-A''\ 

Section 146 provides : — 

“ 146. (i) Propertv'-taxes shall be leviable primarily from the actual 

occupier of the premises upon which the said taxes are assessed, if such occupier 
holds the said premises immediately from the Government or from the corporation 
or from a fazendar : 

Provided that the propertv' tax« due in respect of any premises owned by or - 
vested in the Government and occupied by a Government servant or any other 
person on b -half of the Government for residential purposes shall be leviable 
primarily from the Government and not the occupier thereof. 

(2) Otherwise the said taxes shall be primarily leviable as follov\a, namely: — ■ - 

(a) if the premises are let, from the lessor ; 

(b) if the premises are sub-let, from the superior lessor : and 


I. (1954) 3S Bora.L.R. 1132. 
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(c) if tlie premises ai-c imlet, from tire person in %vhom the right to let the 
same vests. 

(3) But if any land has been let for any term exceeding one year to a tenant 
and such tenant on any person dcrhdng tide howsoever from such tenant has built 
upon tlic land, die property taxes assessed upon the said land and upon the build- 
ing erected thereon shall be Icedable primarily from the said tenant or such 
person, whether or not die premises be in the occupation of the said tenant or 
such person 

Section 147 states : 

" 147. (i) If any premises assessed to any property tax are let, and their 

rateable value exceeds the amotmt of rent payable in respect diereof to the person 
from ivhom, under the provisions of the last preceding section, die said tax is 
leviable, the said person shall be entided to receive from his tenant the diflerence 
between the amount of the property tax levied from him, and the amoimt which 
tvould be leviable from him if the said tax were calculated on the amount of rent 
paj'able to him. 

(2) If the premises arc sub-let and their rateable value exceeds the amount 
of rent payable in respect thereof to die tenant by liis sub-tenant, or the amount 
of rent payable in respect diercof to a sub-tenant by the person holding under him 
the said tenant shall be entided to receive from his sub-tenant or die said sub-tenant 
-shall be entided to receive from the person holding under him, as the case maybe, 
the difference betivecn any sum recovered under this section from such tenant or 
sub-tenant and the amount of property-tax which would be leviable in respect 
of the said premises if the rateable value thereof were equal to die difference 
between the amount of rent which such tenant or sub-tenant receives and the 
amount of rent which he paj^. 

(3) Any person entitled to receive any sum under this section shall have, for 
the recovery thereof, the same rights andremedies as if sucli sum were rent paj-able 
to him by the person from whom he is entided to receive the same.*' 

'Section 154 (i) enacts as Iblloivs : 

" In order to fix the rateable ^•aluc of any building or land assessable to a pro- 
perty-tax, there sliall be deducted from the amount of die annual rent for 
which sudi land or building might reasonably be expected to let from year to year 
a sum equal to ten per centum of the said annual rent and the said deduction shall 
be in lieu of all allo-Hunccs for repairs or on any other account -whatever 

Section 155 enacts : 

" 155* (^) To enable him to determine the rateable value of any building or 

land and the person primarily liable for the payment of any property tax leviable 
in respect thereof the Commissioner may require the oiraer or occupier of such 
building or land, or of any portion thereof, to furnish him, within sucli reasonable 
period as the Commissioner prescribes in this behalf, with information or -adth a 
witten return signed by' such oss-ner or occupier — 

(a) as to die name and place of abode of the owner or occupier, or of both 
the owner and occupier of such building or land ; and 

(h) - as to the dimensions of such building or land, or of any portion thereof, 
and the rent, if any, obtained for such building, or land, or any portion thereof. 

. {2) Every' owner or occupier on whom any' such requisition is made sliall be 

bound to comply with the same and to give true information or to make a true 
return to the b^t of his knowledge or belief. 

(3) The Commissioner may also for the purpose aforesaid make an inspection 
-of any such building or land 


Rxtradition Act (XXXIV of 1962), section 12 — Extradition of fugitive offenders — No 
notification including Hong Kong in the list of the Commonwealth countries— 
Securing the extradition of fugitive offender through diplomatic, if barred under 
the Act 

Extradition — Duty of the Courts — ^Protection of the right of the individual— Courts 
of both the countries to be satisfied as to the existence of prima facie evidence of 
the commission of the offence — Requisition for surrender rot the function of the 
Courts but of the State 

Extradition — Surrender of a person within the State to another — ^A political act, either 
in pursuance of a treaty or by an ad hoc arrangement — The municipal law to deter- 
mine the procedure to be followed by the Courts. 

Finance Acts, 1956 and 1957 — Paragraph D of Part 11, First Schedule 

Fugitive Offenders Act (1881) — Several Colonies treating the Act as applicable to them 
— ^Act, not repealed by Indian Parliament — Act, if applicable to India after 26th 
January, 1950 . . 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), sections 16 (3) (a) (ii), 22 (2), 22(5), 34 (1) (o), 34 (1) (A) 
and 40 — ^Return of income — Individual — Partnership particulars — ^Non-disclcsure 
of share incomes of wife and minor children — ^Whether amounts to failure to 
disclose “necessary” information — Validity of reassessment beyond four years — 
Inclusion of share incomes of wife and minor children — ^Duty of the Income-tax 
Officer — No obligation on the taxpayer— NCnor — Separate assessment on minor 
— Whether bars inclusion of minor’s share income in father’s assessment 

Industrial Disputes Act fXIV of 1947), sections 2 (a) and 10 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), section 33-C (2) and the Minimum Wages Act 
(XI of 1948), section 20 (I) — Interpretation — Claim for wages for overtime and 
for payment for work done on days of rest — No dispute as to rates — Applications 
under section 33-C (2) — Jurisdicticn of the Labour Court, if barred by the remedy 
under- section 20 (1) of the Minimum Wages Act.. 

Interpretation of Statutes — Contemporanea expositio — ^Meaning of the enactment 
obscure — Construction put upon it by authorities for a long time — Court, if may 
resort to contemporary construction 

Limitation Act (XXXVI of 1963), section 137 and third division of the Schedule — 
Interpretation — Ejiisdem generis — Meaning of the word “ other” — Otherarticlesin 
in the third division has reference to applications under CivilPrcccdure Cede with 
the exception of applications under the Arbitration Act and also under the Cri- 
minal Procedure Code — ^Applications to be to Courts to be governed by the 
Articles in the third division and not to Industrial Tribunal or Labour Court . . 

Madras General Sales Tax Act (I of 1959) and Central Sales Tax Act (LXXIV of 1956), 
section 5 (2) — ^Sea Customs Act (1878), section 3-A — Customs “frontier” in sec- 
tion 5 (2) of Central Act cannot be construed to mean “customs barriers” — Must 
be construein accordance svith notificationissued under section 3-A of the Act 
read with the proclamation of the President of India, dated 22nd March, 1956 . . 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act fll of 1959), section 2 {d) and section 7 — 
‘Re^stered dealer’, a firm of bui Iding contractors— Purchase of Building materials 
— ^Liability to Purchase Tax 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act (II of 1959), section 18 (5) and rule 33 of the 
Rules, 1959— Terms of Rules 33 not mandatory— Notice, not giving a_ clear Period 
of 15 days to show cause— ;No suggestion of prejudice on account of insufficiency 
of time— Notice not invalid 

Madhya Pradesh Money Lenders Act (XIII of 1934), section 9 — Prohibits awarding 
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K'OTES OF CASES OF SUPREME COURT’ 


[S.C. N.C. 1.] 

J. C. Shah and Hindustan Commercial Bank Ltd. v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Pnnnn Sahu (dead) tbrough L.Rs. 

1-12-1969. Civil Appeal No. 1694 of 1966. 

Civil Procedure Code (W of 1908), Order 21, rule 90, Proviso clause (b) (as 
amended by Allahabad High Court) — ‘Entertain’ meaning of — ^Power of Court is discre- 
tionary — Court to give opportunity to the applicant to comply with clause (b). 

Words and Phrases — “ Entertain ” meaning of. 

“ Entertain ” means adjudicate upon or proceed to consider on merits. 

From the language of the proviso, it is clear that the power conferred on the 
Court is discretionary power. It is expected that the Court would ordinarily give 
an opportunity to the applicant to comply with clause (b) of the proviso and could 
reject the application if the same were still not comphed with. That should be 
particularly so in an application made before clause (6) was incorporated into the 
proviso. 

On facts, held thzt in the interest of justice the High Court should have remanded 
the case to the executing Court leaving it to that Court to exercise its discretion 
under clause (b). 

S.V.J. Appeal allowed and remanded. 

[s.c N.C, 2.] 

J. C. Shah and State of Orissa v* 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Maharaja Shri B.P. Singh Deo 

1-12-1969. Civil Appeals Nos. 2258 and 2259 of 1966- 

• Orissa Agricultural Income-tax Act, section 29 (iii)— Assessments on the basis 
of * best judgment ’ — ^Enhancement of assessment by assistant Collector, rejecting 
materials placed before him by assessee as unreliable — Order not disclosing the basis 
for enhancement — Confirmation by Tribunal without giving reasons — ^Interference by 
High Court — ^Whether justified. 

The Assistant Collector’s order does not disclose the basis on which he has 
enhanced the assessment. The mere fact that the material placed by the assessee 
before the assessing authorities is unreliable docs not empower those authorities to 
make an arbitrary’ order. The powerto levy assessment on the basis of best judgment 
is not an arbitrary' power, it is an assessment on the basis of best judgment. In 
other words that assessment must be based on some relevant material. It is not a 
power that can be exercised under the sweet will and pleasure of the concerned 
authorities. 

The Agricultural Income-tax Tribunal gave no reasons in its order for affirming 
the decision of the Assistant Collector. It appears to hav e been of the view that 
once the assessing authorities reject the material placed before them as being un- 
reliable those authorities can proceed to levy whatever tax they may levy. It failed 
to bear in mind the scope of the pow’er of the assessing authorities to levy assessment 
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on the basis of best judgment. Therefore the tribunal was clearly in error in confirm- 
ing the decision of the Assistant Collector. 


Held, the High Court was justified in interferring with the order of the Tribunal. 

Appeal /1/smbse/}. 

[s.c. N,C 3.] 

J.C ^/la/z and State of M.P. v. 

o ■ 1 o^Q ’ Shardnl Singh. 

.4-12-19o9. Civil Appeal No. 2554 of 1965- 


Constitution of India (1950), Articles 309, 310 (1) and 311 (1) and Central Pro- 
vinces and Bihar Police Regulations 228 and 229 — ^Scope of Article 311 (1) — ^WTiether 
power conferred on Superintendent of Police under Regulations ultra vires. 


Words and Phrases — Conditions of Serrice.” 


Article 3U. (1) does not in terms require that the authority empowered under 
that provision to dismiss or remove an official, should itself initiate or conduct the 
enquiry preceding the dismissal or removal of the officer or even that that enquiry 
should be done at its instance. The only right guaranteed to a civil servant under 
that provision is that he shall not be dismissed or removed by an authorit 5 ^subordinate 
to that by which he was appointed. 

The expression “conditions of service” in the Proviso to Article 309 is an expression 
of wide import. The dismissal of an official is a matter which falls within “ condi- 
tions of service” of public servants. The expression means all those conditions which 
regulate the holding of a post by a person right from the time of his appointment till 
his retirement and even beyond it in matters like pension, etc. But for the incorpora- 
tion of Article 311 in the Constitution even in respect of matters provided therein, 
rules could have been framed under Article 309. The prorisions in Article 311 
confer additional rights on the civil ser\'ants. 

Held, the guarantee given under Article 311 (1) does not include within itself 
a further guarantee that the disciplinary proceedings resulting in dismissal or removal 
of a civil servant should also be initiated and conducted by the authorities mentioned 
in the Article. 

S.V.J. Appeal allowed. 

[s.c. N.c. 4.j 
M. Hidayatidlah, CJ. 

A.H. Grover, 

A.N. Ray and 

LD. Dm, JJ. Aran Ghosh v. 

2-12-1969, State of W.B, 

W.P. No. 287 of 1969. 


Preventive Detention Act (IV of 1950), section 3 (2) — Acts of detenu, such as 
molestation and assault, directed against individuals-ofVhether amount to breach of 
public order or likelihood of breach of public order — ^Detention, whether justified. 

Public order was said to embrace more of the community than law and order 
Public order is the even tempo of the life of the community taking the country as a 
whole or even a specified locality. Disturbance of public order is to be distinguished 
from acts directed against individuals which do not disturb the society to the extent 
of causing a general disturbance of public tranquillity. It is the degree of disturbance 
and its effect upon t.tc life of the community in a locality which determines whether 
the disturbance amo ants only to a breach of law and order. An act by itself is not 
detfxrojjant of its own gravity. In its quality it may not differ from snotber but 
in its pot mtial'ty it may be very different. The question whether a man has only 
committed a breach of law and order or has acted in a manner likely to cause a dis- 
turbance of the public order is a question of degree aqd the extent of the reach of the 
act upon the society. A large number of acts directed against persons or individuals 
may total up into a breach of public order. The question to ask is ; Does it lead to 
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disturbance of the current of life of the community so as to amount to a disturbance 
of the public order or does it affect merely an individual leaving the tranquillity of 
the society undisturbed? This question has to be faced in every case on facts. 
There is no formula by which one case can be distinguished from another. 

On facts held, all acts of molestation were directed against the family of 
Phanindra C. Das and were not directed against women in general from the locality. 
Assaults also were on individual. The conduct may be reprehensible but it does 
not add up to the situation where it may said that the community at large was 
being disturbed or in other words there was breach of public order or likelihood of 
breach of public order. 

S.V.J. ' Petitioner released. 


[s.c. N.c. 5] 

J. C. Shah and Champalal Binani v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. C.I.T., West Bengal. 

4-12-1969. ■ Civil Appeal No. 2379 of 1966. 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 33-B — Show cause notice to revise assess- 
ment order — ^Assessee served — ^Assessee absenting himself on the date of hearing — 
Income-tax Officer directing fresh assessment — ^Appeal to Tribunal not filed — ^Petition 
for writ of certiorari — Interference. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 226 and Income-tax Act — Writ of certiorari — 
Adequate alternative remedy available — ^Failure to avail — ^Interference in vrrit — 
Scope of. 

The Income-tax Act provides a complete and self-contained machinery for 
obtaining relief against improper action taken by the departmental authorities, 
and normally the party feeling himself aggrieved by such action cannot be permitted 
to refuse to have recourse to that machinery and to approach the High Court directly 
against the action. The assessee had an adequate remedy under the Income-tax Act 
which he could have availed of; he, however, did not move the Income-tax Appellate 
Tribunal which was competent to decide all questions of fact and Jaw which the 
assessee could have raised in the appeal including the grievance that he had no 
adequate opportunity of making his representation and invoked the extraordinary 
jurisdiction of the High Court. Held, no adequate ground was made out for crter- 
taining the petition. 

A writ of certiorari is discretionarj ; it is not issued meiely because it is lawful 
to do so. Where the party feeling aggrieved by an order of an authority under the 
Income-tax Act has an adequate alternative remedy which he may resort to against 
the improper action of the authority and he does not avail himself of that remedy the 
High Court will require a strong case to be made out for entertaining a petition for a 
writ. Where the aggrieved party has an alternative remedy the High Court would 
be slow to entertain a petition challenging an order of a taxing authority which is 
ex-facie with jurisdiction. A petition for a writ of certiorari may lie to the High 
Court, where the orders are on the face of it erroneous or raises question of jurisdic- 
tion or of an infringement of fundamental rights of the petitioner. The present case 
was one in which the jurisdiction of the High Court could not be invoked. 

On facts, held, that there was proper scrvace of the notice and that the High 
Court was right in holding that the order under section 33-B of the Act was properly 
made. 


S.V.J. 


Appeal dismhsed. 
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[s.c. N.C. 6] 

J . C. Shah and Shanqin Singh v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Desa Singh. 

4-12-1969. Civil Appeal No. 155 of 1967. 

Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act (XLB' of 1954), section 
24 (2) and Coastitatioa of India (1950), Article 226 — ^Power of Settlement ^mmis- 
sioner to cancel an allotment — ^Nature of — Competency of the High Court to interfere 
with the order of the Commissioner. 

The Chief Settlement Commissioner has power under sub-section (2) of section 
24 to cancel an allotment ifhe is satisfied that the order of allotment of land had been 
obtained by means of fraud, false representation or concealment of any material fact. 
The power is judicial and by the use of the expression ‘is satisfied’ the Chief Settlement 
Commissioner is not made the final arbiter of the facts on which the conclusion is 
reached. The jurisdiction of the Chief Settlement Commissioner arises oidy if an 
allotment is obtained by means of fraud, false representation or concealment of 
material facts. The relevant satisfaction is a jurisdictional fact on the existence of 
which alone the power may be exercised. A superior authority or the High Court in a 
writ petition would, therefore, be entitled to consider whether there was due satis- 
faction by the Settlement Commissioner on materials placed before him and that the 
order was made not arbitrarily, capriciously or perversely. 

On facts held, the order of the Chief Settlement Commissioner being quasi- 
judicial in character and his satisfaction not being decisive of the matter, the High 
Court was justified in holding that the conclusion of the Chief Settlement Commis- 
sioner, that the respondents 1 to 3 tvere guilty of fraud, was based on no evidence 
and the Court was competent to set aside the order of the Chief Settlement Com- 
missioner. 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed. 

[s.C. N.C. 7] 

J C Shah and Mohammad Ibrahim v. 

K S. Hegde, JJ. State of A.P. 

4-12-1969. Ci^'i! Appeal No. 1185 iN) of 1969. 

Constitution of India (1950), Articles 226 and 311— Writ Petition to quash order 
of reversion — Serious allegations made in the petition that the order of reversion was 
due to malice— No reply by State— High Court’s failure to consider this plea— No 
fair trial of the petition by the High Court. 

A number of serious allegations were made by the appellant in his petition, in 
support of his plea that the order passed against him was made out of malice, and, 
practically, no reply was submitted to that by the State. Apparently the plea was 
urged before the High Court. The High Court observed in the course of the judg- 
ment that the appellant had challenged the order on the “ground of mahfide " 
but did not proceed to consider that plea. Held, that there has been no fair trial of 
the petition filed by the appellant. (The case was remanded for trial according to 
law). 

S.V.J. Appeal allowed and remanded. 

[s.C. N.C. 8] 

J. C. Shah and State of Punjab v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Sant Singh Kanwarjit Singh. 

4-12-1969. Ciril Appeal No. 2159 of IS 66. 

Punjab General Sales TaxAct(XL\T of 1948) — ^Periodical assessments — ^Validity 
of. 

Under the Act sales-tax is an yearly tax, but the provisions relating to assessment 
contemplate assessments for periods shorter than a complete year, and for that 
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purpose the taxpayers are required by the Act to submit periodical returns of their 
turnover and to pay tax due thereon. 

The assessment proceeding under the Punjab General Sales Tax Act may be 
started even before the expiry of the year where provision is made for submission of 
periodical returns, and such assessments are not provisional. 

S.V.J. Appeal allowed. 


[s.c. N.C. 9.] 

J. C. Shah and Smt. Gunwant Kaur v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Municipal Committee, Bhatinda. 

4-12-1969.’ C.A. No. 1337 of 1969. 

Land Acquisition Act (I of 1894), sections 4 and 6— -Section 4 notification for 
construction of road — Parts of smrvey numbers sought to be acquired not set out with 
precision — No plans demarcating the land to be acquired published or made available 
to the owners of the land — ^Notification under section 6— Parties purchasing lands 
subsequent to notification dates, constructing houses after obtaining sanction from 
Municipality — ^Right to challenge notification. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 226— Writ— Dismissal in limine when 
justified — Jurisdiction to deal with questions of fact. 

The pleas raised by the petitioners about the infirmity in the notification and the 
proceedings for compulsory acquisition were serious. 

The High Court observed that they will not deal with disputed question of fact 
in a writ petition. But what facts were in dispute and what were admitted could 
only be determined after an affidavit in reply was filed by the State. The High Court, 
however, proceeded to dismiss the petition in limine. The High Court is not deprived 
of its jurisdiction to entertain a petition under Article 226 merely because in consider- 
ing the petitioner’s right to relief questions of fact may fall to[ be determined. 
In a petition under Article 226 the High Court has jurisdiction to try issues both 
of fact and law. Exercise of the jurisdiction is, it is true, discretionary, but the 
discretion must bo exercised on sound judicial principles. When the petition raises 
questions of fact of a complex nature, which may for their determination require 
oral evidence to bo taken, and on that account the High Court is of the view that 
the dispute may not appropriately be tried in a writ petition, the High Court may 
decline to trj' a petition. Rejection of a petition in limine will normally be justi- 
fied where the High Court is of the view that the petition is frivolous or because 
of the nature of the claim made dispute sought to be agitated or that the petition 
against the party against whom relief is claimed is not maintainable or that the 
dispute raised thereby is such that it would be inappropriate to try it in the writ 
jurisdiction, or for analogous reasons. 

On facts _ held, the High Court was not justified in dismissing the petition on the 
ground that it will not determine disputed questions of fact. The Eb'gh Court has 
jurisdiction to determine questions of fact, even if they are in dispute and the present 
is a case in which in the interests of both the parties the High Court should have 
entertained the petition and called for an affidavit in reply from the respondents, 
and should have proceeded to try the petition instead of relegating the appellants to a 
separate suit. 

If the notification under section 4 was vague the three appellants who are pur- 
chasers of the land had title thereto may challenge the validity of the notification. 
The appellants have spent in putting up substantial structures considerable sums of 
money and merely because they had purchased the lands after the issue of the notifi- 
cation under section 4 they are not debarred from challenging the validity of the 
notification, or from contending that it did not apply to their lands. 

S.V.J. : Appeal allowed and remanded- 
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[s.c. N.C. 10.] 

J. C. Shall, Acting C.J. and 

K. S. Hegde, J. 

9-12-1969. 


M/s. Bengal Enamel Works Ltd. t. 

C.LT. 

C.A. Nos. 2143 to 2145 of 1968. 


Income-tax Act (XI ofl922), sections 10 (2) (xv) and 66 — eBusiness — Computation 
of taxable income — ^Expenditure claimed whether wholly and exclusively laid out or 
ex'pended for business — ^Determination — ^Remuneration actually paid to an employee — 
If may be partially disallowed on the ground that ‘ extra-commercial considerations’ 
influenced its fixation — Inference of Tribunal from facts that expenditure is wholly 
laid out for business — ^Interference with by High Court under section 66. 

In computing the taxable income of an assessee, whether an amount claimed as 
expenditure was laid out or expended wholly and exclusively for he purpose of the 
business, profession or vocation of the assessee must be decided on the facts and in the 
light of the circumstances of each case. Resolution of the assessee fixing the remu- 
neration to be paid to an emplo 3 'eo and production of vouchers for pavement together 
with proof of rendering sendee do not exclude an enquiry' whether the expenditure 
was laid out wholly and exclusively’ for the purpose of the assessee's business. It is 
open to the tax officers to hol^ agreement to pay and pay'ment notwithstanding, 
that the expenditure W'as not laid out wholly' and exclusively for the purpose of the 
business. 

Where an amount paid to an employee pursuant to an agreement is excessive 
because of “ extra-commercial considerations ”, the taxing authority has jurisdic- 
tion to disallow a part of the amount as expenditure not incurred wholly' and exclu- 
sively for the purpose of the business. 

An inference from the facts found that the expenditure was wholly and e.xclu- 
sively laid out for the purpose of the business is one of law and not of fact, and the 
High Court in a reference under section 66 of the Income-tax Act is competent to 
decide that the inference raised by the Tribunal is erroncotis in Jaw. 

V.K. Appeals dismissed. 


[s.c. N.C. 11.] 

J. C. Shall, Acting C.J. and 

K. S. Hegde, J. 

9-12-1969. 


Sidramappa v. 
Rajashetty. 
C.A. No. 1953 of 1969. 


Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 2, rule 2 — ^Bar under — When attracted- 

The requirement of Order 2, rule 2 is that every' suit should include the whole 
of the claim which the plaintiff is entitled to make in lespect of a cause of action. 
Cause of action is a cause of action which gives occasion for and forms the founda- 
tion of the suit. If that cause of action enables a person to ask for a larger and wider 
relief than that to which he limits his claim, he cannot aftenvards seek to recover the 
balance in independent proceedings. 

In the instant case, the cause of action on the basis of which the previous suit 
was brought does not form the foundation of the present suit. The cause of action 
mentioned in the earlier suit, assuming the same afforded a basis for a valid claim, 
<hd not enable the plaintiff to ask for any relief other than those be prayed for in 
■mat suit In that suit he could not have claimed the relief which he seeks in this suit. 
Hence me trial Court and the High Court were not right in holding that the plaintiff’s 
suit IS barred by Order 2, rule 2, Civil Procedure Code. 

_ Stwara : Order 2, rule 2 whether applicable to a suit under section 42 of the 
Specific Relief Act. 


Appeal allovrcd. 
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[s.c. x.c. 12.] r* T T T 

J. C. Shah. Acting C. J. and t j ir h 

^ _ „ : _ Lady Kanchanbai. 

C.A. No. 19 of 1969. 

io-12-iyoy. 

tome-tas Act (XI ot 192Z), section 2 (11) (0 C? ) Ptoris^ °gr;;.Tr°°" 

Tear”— Meaning of the expressions “ assessed and assessee p 

It is necessarj. to note that se«ioa 2 (11) (0 W ■J'P 
of the assesses generally but to his separate so “ „ nrevtous year” for each 

Hence it is possible for an to Ltd. v. 

_sepaiate sourra of 4! the Jutfcial Committee obserycd that 

Commissioner of Taxes,{l9‘^l) I.T.R. f“PP- , nractical man would regard as a 
“ source ” means not a legal concept but which a practical man wou „ 

real source of income. 

TT, , ec » » otisessment ” and “ assessee ” have different meanmgs 

The words assessed , i,eed in the Act as meamng some- 

in different contexts. The word determination of the amount of tax 

tunes the computation of meome, A Act for imposing liability 

payable and sometimes, the Pib^dure laid dm™ m ^ 

upon the taxpayer. Similarly the woio. asse 

different contexts. . , 

The expression where in S'‘,SaS tbe'£:om?&OTi’a’’parti<aJ“ 

£uTcesSi‘c?£fSb°rS™^ 

into consideration for computing the total . - 7 fllUiKu) refers to the person 

context the word " assessee” in the Articular sourre had been once assessed 

whose income, profits or gaii^, mrespert of ^ ^ imposition 

to tax. The word “ assessed m that proviso mc.-u:> j 
and not “ compute”. 

V.K. 


[s.c. N.C. 13.] 
S. M. Sikri and 
G.K. Muter, JJ. 
16-12-1969. 


Mohan Lai Sethia v. 
Chiranjivlal Harsola. 
C.A. No. 273 (N.C.E.) of 1969. 


_ _ , . , fYT TTT of 19511n section 123 (2) — Scope. 

Representation of the People Act interference or attempt to interfere 

Under section 123 (2) any direct r- other person with the consent of 

on the part of the candidate or his agent, or ^ any electoral right would 

the candidate or his election agent with ffi-g -witlim the meaning of the Act 

amount to undue influence and a corrupt p j^o induces or attempts to 

The pro-viso to this sub-section shows that any p person in whom he is inte- 

mduce a candidate or an elector to believe r. ^iyine displeasure or spiritual 

rested, will become or vdll be tendered an J - Qf the electoral right of such 
censure would be deemed to interfere in the free exero^ 

candidate or elector within the meaning o ^^j^^idate) had asked the 

Once it is established that the ^-Jerable influence in the locality, to 

Swamiji of Bhandura, who was a man oi p h up by taking the Swamiji 
uiake a speech supporting his ‘^'^se, tha .vhich was followed by the Swamiji 

to the meeting and made an introductory ennnort the Jan Sangh candidate as 

using his eloquence to induce the electorate v Congress Pa.rty had failed to 
:ig?.mst the Congress nominees oti the grou ^ i^rge scale, a vote for 

prot-jct the cow and was in fact „shi"of Gohatya, the case clearly falls 

tnat parly would be tantamount to comim = ^ corrupt practice sufficient 

^nithin section 123 (2) of the Act so as to amount to c 00 p p 

to set aside the election. 


Appeal dismissed. 
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[s.c. N.C. 14.] 

S. M. Sikri, 

J. M. Shelat, 

V. Bhargava, 

G. K. Mitter and 
C. A. Vaidialingam, JJ. 
18-12-1969. 
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Hari Vishnu Kamafh t. 
Gopal Sn-arup Pafhak. 
Elec. P. No. 6 of 1969. 


Vice-President — ^Nomination paper seat fay post — Validity — ^Rejection of inTalid nomi- 
nation paper — ^Returning Officer if can reject as soon as it is received or should wait 
till date of scrutiny. 

It will be noticed that rule 4 of the Presidential and Vice-Presidential Election 
Rules provides only one manner of presentation of nomination paper, z.e., delivery 
either in person by the candidate or by his proposer or seconder. Further it men- 
tions the time within which it can be delivered, i.e., between the hours of eleven in 
the forenoon and three in the afternoon. If the nomination paper is not presented 
in person cither by the candidate or by the proposer or the seconder it cannot be 
deemed to have been presented at all. 

If a nomination paper is received by post it would be difficult to say that it has 
been presented and received before 3 o’clock on the last date appointed under clause 
(a) of section 4 (1) of the Act. Such a nomination paper could not be treated to 
have been received within the meaning of sub-rule (2) of rule 4 of the Presidential 
and Vice-Presidential Election Rules and the Returning Officer is entitled to reject it. 

As sodn as the Returning Officer ffiads that a nomination paper has not been 
duly presented and received he must reject it outright at the time it is handed over 
to him and it is not necessary for him to wait till the date of scrutiny. 

The Rules contemplate only one method of presentation of nomination paper 
and if that method is not followed the nomination paper cannot be held to be validly 
presented and must be rejected outright. To hold otherwise would lead to utter 
confusion and delay in the completion of the election. 

In the result, the challenge to the election of Sri G. S. Pathak to the office of the 
Vice-President of India, on the ground that the nomioation paper of Dr. Ram 
Sharan Das, which was sent by post, was wrongly rejected, must fail. 


V.K. 


Petition dismissed. 


Methar t. 
State of W.B. 
W.P. Nos. 339 to 342 of 1969. 


[s.c. N.C. 15.] 

J. C. Shcdi, Acting C.J. and 
I. D. Diia, J. 

18-12-1969. 

Preventive Detention Act (D'’ of 1950), section 7 — ^Detention under the Act — 
Communication of ground to the detenue— Necessity — “ Communication ” — Vbat is. 

Section 7 of the Preventive Detention Act, 1950, inter alia provides that the 
authority making the order of detention shall, as soon as may be, communicate to 
the person detained the ground on which the order of detention is made. The use 
of the word “ communicate ” is significant. The person detained must be made to 
understand the ground on vzhich the order of his detention has been made because 
the object of this communication is to enable him to make a reprerentation against 
that order. An effective representation can be possible only if the detenus fully 
understands the ground of his detention. 

Whore, therefore, the persons detained were illiterate, the mere fact that they 
were served with the ground of detention in English with a vernacular transl-tion 
thereof, would not amount to compliance with the requirements of law. 

V.K. Petitions allowed. 



1] KATIOKAL & GRINDLAYS BANK LTD. r. MUNICIPAL CORPN. wot/, 7.). 8i 

Section 156 states : ' . 

“ The Commissioner shall keep a book, to be called " the assessment book ” 
"in svhich shall be entered every official year — 

(a) a list of all buildings and lands in Greater Bombay distinguishing each 
either by name or number, as he shall think fit ; 

{b) the rateable value of each such building and land determined in accord- 
ance with the foregoing provisions of this Act ; 

(c) th3 name of the person primarily liable for the payment of the property 

taxes, if any, leviable on each such building or land 

^ <£ 

It was contended by Mr, Khambatta that on a proper construction of section 
146 (a) ofthe Act theie should have been separate assessments in rc-spcct of the build- 
ing and the land in the present case. It was arg>jcd in the alternative tixat even if 
section 146 (2) of the Act contemplates a composite assessment of the building and 
the land, the primary liability should be imposed upon the owner of the budding 
and not on the owner of the land. It was said that the right to let the building 
vests in the lessee of the land and not in the appellant, and so, the primary liability 
v/as upon the lessee under section 146 (2) of the Act. The argument was pressed 
that the appellant cannot be treated as a lessor under section 146 (2) of the Act, 
became the appellant has not let the land unth the building thereon as one tmit to 
the lessee. The opposite view point was presented on behalf of the respondent. 
It was argued, in the first place, that section 146 (2) of the Act contemplates that 
there should be a composite assessment of the land and the building taken as one 
unit. In the case of such a composite assessment, the primary liability of the 
payment of tax was on the landlord under sub-section (2) (a) of section 146 except 
in the case referred to in sub-section (3) where the primary liability teas upon the 
tenant and not upon the landlord. Admittedly, the present case did not fall under 
section 146 (3), and, therefore, tlte primary' liability teas placed upon the appellant. 
In our opinion, the argument put forward on behalf of the respondent is well-founded 
and must be acepted as correct. In the first place, the language of section 146 (2) 
indicates that the Legislature contemplated that in a case tvhere the land and the 
building are owned by different presons there should be a composite assessment 
of property tax. The reason is that in section 146 (i) and (2) the word 'premises’ 
is used in contrast to section 146 (3) where the svords ‘ land and building ’ are 
separately mentioned. In section 154 (i) of the Act again, the Legislature uses 
the expression “ building or land”. The section 155 provides for the right of the 
Commissioner to call information from the owner or the occupier in order to enable 
him to determine the rateable value of any biulding or land and the preson primarily 
liable for the payment of any' property tax levi<-d in respect thereof. Section 156 
pros'! des that the Commissioner shall maintain a book to be called ‘_the assessment 
book ’ svhich book is to contain along other things a list of all lands and buildings. 
Therefore, the scheme of section 146 is that when the land is let and the tenant has 
built upon the land, there should be a composite assessment of tax upon the land 
and building taken together. IVe are further of opinion that in the case of such a. 
composite unit the primary liability of assessment of tax is intended to be on the 
lessor of the land under section 146 (2) (a) of the Act. It \\-as objected by Mr. 
Khambatta that the appellant was only the lessor of the land and not of the building 
and so, the appellant caimot be held to be the lessor rv-ithin the meaning of section 
146 (2) (a). We do not think that there is any' merit in this objection. Section 
145 (3) of the Act furniffi’s the key to the interpretation of section 146 (2) (e). 
In the context of section 146 (3) the lessor of the premiws as mention'-d in s’ction 
145 (2) (a) m'ost bo constru^ as to mean the lessor of the land on which the building 
has been constructed by the tenant. In this connection, reference should be made 
to section 147 which pro'vides for an apprortionment of responsibility' for property 
tax when ire 'premises asse^cd are let of sub-let.' The language of this sub-scction 
suggests that the lessor of the land has the right of recovering from his tenant the 
amount of tax v/hich he has paid in excess of the tax rvhich the property is liable to 
s c j—n 
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pay on the basis of the rent recovered by the lessor. It is also clear that the intention 
of the Legislature in fixing tlae primary liability of property tax upon the owner of 
the land in a case not falling under section 146 (3) of the Act is to facilitate the collec- 
tion of property tax. In the cas-e of a monthly tenant who puts up a temporary 
shack or asbestos shed on the land and who may at any time terminate tlie lease at a 
short notice, it is not always possible for tlie Corporation to keep track of the lessee 
and to collect the property tax from him. It is not unreasonable thereibre Aat 
in a case of this description the Legislature sliould impose the primary liability 
for die payment of the property tax upon the lessor of die land and to give him the 
right of lecoupmcnt under section 147. A similar view wdth regard to die interpre- 
tation of section 146 of the Act was expressed by a Division Bench of die Bombay 
High Court consisting of Chagla, C.J., and Shah, J. in Ramji Kesahvji’s case\ It was 
held by the learned judges in that case that where die owner of a land had leased it 
to a tenant for a period of one year and the tenant had put up a structure upon Ae 
land, the o\vner of the land ^vas primarily liable to pay property tax together wdth 
the structure constructed thereon. Counsel on behalf of the appellant challenged 
the correctness of this decision, but for the reasons already expressed w'e hold diat 
the ratio of this decision is correct. 


We shall, however, assume in favour of the appellant that the meaning of section 
146 (2) of the Act is obscure and that it is possible to interpret it as dirowdng the 
primary liability for payment of property tax upon the lessee who lias constructed a 
building on the land. Even upon that assumption we think that the viesv of the 
law expressed by the Bombay High Court in this case ought not to be interfered wdth. 
The reason is that in a case where the meaning of an enactment is obscure, the 
Court may resort to contemporary construction, that is the construction svhich die 
audiorities have put upon it by their usage and conduct for a long period of time. 
The principle applicable is “ optima legum mterpres esi consxteitido In Chlson’s case , 
in dealing with the interpretation of section 39 of die Pa%vnbrokcrs Act, 1872, 
Stephen, J., said 


“ What w’cighs ivith me very gready in coming to the present conclusion is foe 
practice of the Inland Revenue Commissioners for the past sixteen years. So 
long ago as 1874 this very point was decided by Sir Thomas Henry, for whose 
decisions we all have very great respect ; and the least that can be said wdth 
regard to the case before him is that he pointedly called the attention of the com- 
missioners to the case — 'the learned magistrate having offered to state a case — an 
offer refused by the commissioner who by their refusal must be taken to have a 
acquiesed in the decision. That is a very strong contemporaneous exposition 
of the meaning of the Act.” 


The same principle was referred to by Lord Blackburn in Cylde R’auigation Trustees^ v. 
Laird^. The question in dispute in that case ivas whether the Cl^de Naidgation 
Consolidation Act, 1858 (repealing eight prior Acts) imposed navigation dues on 
timber floated up the Clyde in logs chained together. From 1858 to 1882 dues had 
been levied on this class of timber wdthout resistance from the owners, and some 
judges in the Court of Session suggested that this non-resistance might be considered 
in construing the statute. On this point Lord Blackburn said: 

“ I think that submission raises a strong prima facie ground for thinking tlmt 
there must exist some legal ground on which they (the owners) could not resist. 
And I think a Court should be cautious, and not decide unnecessarily that focrc 
is no such ground. If the Lord President (Inglis) means no more than this ivhcn 
he calls it conlemporanea expositio of the statutes which is almost irresistible. I 
agree with him. I do not think that he means tliat enjovment at least for any 
period sliort of that which gives rise to prescription, if founded on a mistaken 
construction of a statute, binds the Court so as to prevent it from giving the true 
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comtruction. If he did, I should not agree wth him, for ivhom I know of no 
STitfiority^ SHu I am not aware of any principle, for so saying.” 

In our opinion, the prmciple of contempoTanea exposiiio applies to the present case, 
^e Act was passed m the year 1888 and there appears to be a practice followed by 
the ^mbay Mumcipal Corporation for a very long time of treating the land and 
the building instructed upon it as single unit and charging the property tax upon 
the osv-ner of the land in a case where the land is let for a period of less than one year 
to a tenant who has constructed a building thereon (See Ramji Kesahvji’s case^). 

For tie reasons expressed, iv'e hold that there is no merit in this appeal which 
IS accordingly dismissed ivdth costs. 

V.M.K. ^ ^ — Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Presext — S. M. SiKRi, R. S. Bachawat and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

Sheikh Abdul Rehman . . Appellant* 

V. 

Jagat Ram Aryan . . Respondent. 

J. 8 c. K. Gmstitution, section 51 (a) and J. & K. Representation of the People Act {IV of 

1957)3 section. 47 (2) (a) — Scops Tequirement of making and subscribing an oath—^ 

Filing of signed oath forms, if amounts to subscribing the oath or affirmation before the 

Returning officer. 

The requirement of making and subscribing of oath or affirmation was inserted 
in section 51 (a) of the J. & EL Constitution by the Constitution Sixth Amend- 
ment Act, 1965. There is ground for believing that Narain Dass and Nikka 
Ram were not aware of this provision and for this reason they omitted to make or 
subscribe any oath or affirmation before the Assistant Returning Officer. 

Kahan Singh the Assistant Returning Officer was not conversant with these 
- instructions. He did not ask either Narain Doss or Nikka Ram to read the 
oath or to sign the oath form in his presence. But the breach of these instructions 
does not entitle them to say that they had made and subscribed the oath before 
• the Assistant Re tinning Officer when in fact they did not make or subscribe the 
oath before him. 

In the present case signed oath forms along with nomination papers were filed 
. ivuth the Assistant Returning Officer on 23rd January,' 1967 before the date 
fixed for scrutiny. But this fact makes no difference. They neither made nor 
. subscribed the oath or afiirmation before the Assistant Returning Officer as 
required by section 51 (a). On the date fixed for the scrutiny of nominations 
they were not qualified to be chosen to fill the scat in the Legislature under section 
51 (a) of the J. & Kl. Constitution and their nomination papers irere liable to 
be rejected under section 47 (2) (a) of the J. & K. Representation of the People 
Act, 1957. 

Appeal under section 123 of the Jammu and Kashmir Representation of the 
People Act, 1957 from the Judgment and Order dated the 29th April, 1968 of 
the Jamniu and Kashmir High Court in Election Petition No. 33 of 1967. 

R. jV. Bhalgolra and S. S. Khanduja, Advocates, for Appellant. 

R. K. Garg, S. C. Agarwal and D. P. Singh, Advocates of Mjs. Ramamurthi & Co. 
and Miss S. Chakraoarti, Advocate, for Respondent. - ’’ 

The Judgment of the Court is'as delivered by 

Bachawat, J.— This appeal is directed against a judgment of a Single Judre of 
the High Court of Jammu and Kashmir dismissing an election petition for setting 


•C.A. Ko. 1557 of 1968. 


(1954) 56 Bom L.R. 1132. 


nth February, 1969. 
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aside the election of the respondent Jagat Ram Arj’an to the Legislative Assembly 
of the State of Jammu & Kashmir from the Bahdersvah Scheduled Caste Assembly 
constituency. 

The last date for filing the nomination papers seas 20th January, 1967, Tlie 
date of scrutiny of nomination papers was 23rd January, 1967. Tlie date of poll 
svas 2 1st February, 19 ^ 7 * The date of counting and declaration of result \ras ist 
March, 1967* Several candidates filed their nonrination papers from this consti- 
tuency. The candidates rverc (i) Jagat Ram Arjan. (2) Faquir Ghand, (3) Narain 
Dass, (4) Nikka Ram, (5) Bhagat l^m, (6) Om Paikasli and (7) Sevami Raj. 
Tlte first five filed their nomination papers on 23rd January, 1967 before tlie Assis- 
tant Returning Officer, Kahan Singh, a Tv Irsildar of Bhadr nvah. On scrutiny of 
the nomination papers, the Returning Officer Abdul Gani accepted as valid tire 
nomination papers of Jagat Ram and Faquir Cliand and rejected the nomination 
papers of the remaining candidates for various reasons. At the poll the contest 
\vas bet^veen Jagat Ram, die congress candidate and Facquir Ghand, the National 
Conference candidate. Respondent Jagat Ram having secured larger number of 
votes was declared elected. 

Tlie appellant, a voter in the constitucncj% filed the election petition for setting 
aside the respondent’s election on die ground diat the nomination papers of Narain 
Dass, Nikka Ram and Bhagat Ram were improperly rejected. The High Court 
found that die nomination paper of.Bhagat Ram was properly rejected and diis 
finding is no longer challenged. 

The nomination paper of Nikka Ram was rejected on diree grounds (i) he 
did not make and subscribe the oath or affirmation as required by section 51 
of the Jammu & Kashmir Constitution; (2) he was not a member of a Scheduled 
Caste and (3) his fadier’s name was not correctly shown in the electoral^ rolls. 
The nomination paper of Narain Dass was rejected on two grounds: (i) he did not 
make and subscribe die oath or affirmation as required by section 51 (a) and (2) 
he ^vas not a member of a Scheduled Caste. The High Court found that bodi 
Narain Dass and Nikka Ram were members of the Scheduled Caste “ Alcgli.” It 
also held that the error in the electoral roll with regard to the name ofNikka Ram s 
father ivas not a ground for rejecting his nomination paper having regard to section 
44 (4) of the J. & K. Representation of the People Act, 1957. Hie High Court also 
rejected the additional contention that Narain Dass had not made a deposit of 
Rs. 125 in conformity ivith section 45 (2) of the Act, All these findings arc no 
longer challenged. 

The only point now in issue is ivhether Narain Dass and Nikka Ram made and 
subscribed the oath or affirmation as required by section 51 (a) of the J. & K. 
Constitution. Section 5 1 (a) provides : 

“ A person shall not be qualified to be chosen to fill a seat in tlie I/Cgislature 
unless he — ■ 

(fl) is a permanent resident of the jState, and makes and subscribes before 
some person autliorised in that behalf by the Election Commission of India an 
oath or affirmation according to the form set out for the purpose in the fifth 
Schedule.” 

The Returning Officer and the Assistant Returning Officer were autliorised 
in tliis behalf by the Election Commission of India by Notification No. 3/4 J. & ^ fifi 
as the persons before whom the oath or affirmation could be made and subscribed. 
The prescribed form of oatli or affirmation to be made by a candidate of die State 
Legislature is : — 

“ I, A. B., having been nominated as a candidate to fill a scat in the Legislative 
Assembly, (or Legislative Council) do swear in tile name of God /solemnly affirm 
tliat I will bear true faitii and allrgiancc to the Constitution of the State as by 
law- established and that I svill uphold tlie soven ignty and integrity of India.” 

Section 44 of the J. & KL, Representation of the People Act, 1057 provides for 
presentation of nomination papers and prescribes certain requirements for a valid 
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nomination. Section 45 provides for deposits. Section 46 deals with notice of 
nominations and the time and place for their scrutiny. Section 47 (2) (a) reads; — 

“ The returning officer shall then examine the nomination papers and shall 
decide aU objections which may he made to any nomination, and may, cither on 
such objection or on his o^m motion, after such smnmar}' enquiry, if any, as he 
thinks ncccssarv’, reject any nomination on any of the foUowdng grounds: 

(fl) that on the date fixed for the scrutiny of nominations the candidate 
either is not qualified or is disqualified for being chosen to fill the scat under any 
of the provisions of sections 5 1 and 6g of the Constitution and Part VI of this 
Act ” 

Form 2-A of the J. & K. Representation of the People (Conduct of election and 
election petition) Rules, 1957 prescribes the form of nomination paper for election 
to the legislative assembly. 

It is common case that along with their nomination papers both Narain Das 
and Nihka Ram filed oath forms signed by them. The app“llant’s caxe is tlrat at 
the time of the presentation of their nomination papers both Narain Dass and Nikka 
Ram made oaths and signed tl’.e oath forms in the presence of the Assistant Return- 
ing Officer. In support of this case, the appellant 'examined Narain Dass, Nikka 
Ram, Abdul Qa.yum and Abdul Rehman. The respondent’s case is that Narain 
Dass and Nikka Ram did not make or subscribe any oath or affirmation before the 
Assistant Returning Officer, that the oath forms had been filled up and signed before 
they tecre presented to him and "were not signed in his presence. In support of 
his case tlie respondent examined Kahan SingK, the Assistant Returning Officer, 
and Abdvd Gani, the Returning Officer. The High Coxirt accepted the respondent’s 
case. 

It should be remembered that the requirement of making and subscribing an 
oath or affirmation was inserted in section 51 (a) of the J. & K. Constitution by 
the Constitution Sixth Amendment Act, 1965. TTrere is ground for believing that 
Narain Dass and Nikka Ram were not aware of this provision and for this reason 
they omitted to make or subscribe any oath or aflfomation before the Assistant 
Returning Officer. 

Our attention xvas drawn to Instruction No. 7 (7) in Chapter II at page 19 of 
the Handbook for Returning Officers, issued by the Election Commission, India, 
for General-Elections, 1967. The aforesaid instruction was as foUou's : — ■ 

“ The oath or affirmation has first to be made and then signed by the candidate 
before the authorised officer. It should be borne in mind that mere signing on 
the paper on wliich the form of oatI> is wTitten out is not sufficient. The candi- 
date mtist make the oatir b'^fore the a.uthoriscd .officer. Accordingly he rviU ask 
■ the candidate to read aloud the oath or affirmation in English or tire regional 
language and then to sign and date tire paper on which the oath or affirmations 
^\Tittcn. In the case of illiterate persons who want to contest' elect ions, and who 
carmot properly make and subscribe the oatir or affirmation the authorised officer, 
should read out the prescribed oatir and ask the candidate to repeat the same and 
thereafter take his thumb -impression on tire form on rrhich the oath is printed or 
cyclostylcd in token of his having subscribed the oatir. The authorised officer 
should endorse on this paper tliat the oath or affirmation has been made and 
subscribed before tire candidate on that day. He rvlll immediately furni'h to 
the candidate a certified copy thereof keeping a copy for year record. The candi- 
date rvill produce this copy as evidence before >ou at the time of scrutiny of nomi- 
nation papers. This copy will be giecn to the candidate forthtHth tsdthout his 
applying for it, nor any fee be cltargcd for it.” 

Rahan Singh the Assistant Returning Officer was not conversant tvith these instruc- 
tions. He did not ask citlicr Naraiiy Dass of Nikka Ram to read the oath or to 
sign the oath form in his presence. But the breach of these instructions docs not 
entitled tliem to say that they had made and subscribed the path before the Assistant 
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Returning Officer ■when in fact they did not make or subscribe the oath before 
him. 


It is admitted by the appellant that the oath forms filed by Najain Dass and 
Nikka Ram did not bear any endorsement of the Assistant Returning Officer stating 
that the oath or affirmation had been made and subscribed before him nor teas any 
certificate of such endorsement furnished to them. The absence of the endorsement 
on the oath forms tend to suggest that no oath or afihmation -svas made and sub- 
scribed by them before the Assistant Returning Officer. Neither Narain Dass nor 
Nikka Ram could produce before the Returning Officer, Abdul Gani any evidence 
of their making and subscribing the oath or affirmation. Abdtil Gani gave them 
an opportunity to produce affidavits in proof of this fact but they eiid not file any 
affidavit or any other evidence before him. The appellant examined urtnesscs to 
prove that attempts tverc made to file such affidavits, but the High Court rightly 
rejected the testimony of tlscsc •witnesses. The materials on the record corrobo- 
rate the testimony of Kalian Singh, the Assistant Returning Officer that Narain 
Dass and Nikka Ram did not sign the oath forms in his presence and did not make 
the oath or affirmation before liim. Nar?.in Dass and Nikka Ram were Jana 
Sangh Candidates. Abdul Qayum and Abdul Rthman were their party men. 
All of them were interested •witnesses. Having regard to all the materials on the 
record it is impossible to prefer their testimony to that of Kahan Singh. In 
agreement widi the High Court we hold that neither Narain Dass and Nikka Ram 
signed the oath forms before the Assistant Returning Officer nor did they make the 
oath or affirmation before him. 

On 23rd, January, 1967 both Narain Dass and Nikka Ram filed with the Assis- 
tant Returning Officer signed and filled up oath forms along with their nomination 
papers. In our opinion, this tvas not stifficknt complirjice with the Kquirrment of 
section 51 (/i). 

' In Pasupati J^alh v. Harihar Prasad\ this Court held that the nomination paper 
was liable to be rejected under section 36 (2) [a) of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 corresponding to section 47 (2) a) of the J. & K. Representation of the 
People Act, 1957 if the qualification required by Article 173 (c) of the Constitution 
corresponding to section 51 (a) of the J, & K. Constitution did not exist on the date 
of scrutiny of noininations. In that case no sigmd oath form was attached to the 
nomination paper or filed before the date fixed for scrutiny. In the present case 
signed oath forms along with nomination papers were filed with the Assistant Return- 
ing Officer on 23rd Januar)', 1967 before tire date fixed for scrutiny. But this fact 
makes no difference. They neither made nor subscribed the oath or affirmation 
before the Assistant Returning Off.ccr as required by section 51 (c). On the date 
fixed for the scrutiny of nominations they were not qualified to be chosen to fill the 
seat in the Legislature 'Under section 51 (a) of the J. & K. Constitution and their 
nomination papers were liable to be rejected •under section 47 (2) (a) of the J. & R- 
Representation of the People Act, 1957. 

In the result, tlie appeal is dismissed. There •will be no order as to costs. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 


.1. (1968) 2 S,C-J. 629 : A.I.R. 3968 S,C. 3064. 
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THE SUPREIVIE COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present — •‘J^Ir. M. HidayatullaHj and G. K. MnTEk, J. 

Patel Bhuder Ala-^ji, etc. . . Appellants* 

V, 

Jat Mamdaji Kalaji (dead) by his legal representatives etc. . . Respondents. 

Saurashlra Land Reforms Act (XXV o f 1951) and Saurashtra Agricultural Debtors Relief 
Act (XXIII of 1954) — Object — Change in the relatiomhip between the Girasdar and 
tenants — Rights of debtors and creditors — Scaling down of debts and restoration of properly 
to debtors — Occupancy Certificates given to the mortgagees, if extinguish the title of the 
mortgagors (debtors). 

The main question for determination is whether the debtors had lost all their 
interest in the lands mortgaged by reason of the operation of the Saurashtra 
Land Rf forms Act XXV of 1951 and as such %vcrc not competent to make an 
application imder the Saurashtra Agricultural Debtors Relief Act, 1954. 

The object of the Land Reforms Act, as is the improvement of the land revenue 
administration and putting an end to the Girasdari system and granting of occu- 
pancy rights to the Girasdars and/or their tenants, whereas the Debtors Relief 
Act governs the rights of the debtors and creditors inter se inter alia by scaling do^v’n 
the debts and providing restoration of their property to debtors. The rights of 
the debtors in this case were not extinguished under the land Rf forms Act and 
it ivas open to th*' Court exercising jurisdiction imder the Debtors Relief Act to 
scale doim the debt and provide for restoration of the land in possession of the 
mortgagees to the mortgagors on taking fresh accounts betivcen the parties and 
directing payments by one party to the other as has been done in this case. The 
fact that they had all along paid the revenue and other dues to the State, if any, 
w'ould not clothe them ivdth the right of the tenants. Under section 76 (r) of 
the Transfer of Property Act a mortgagee in possession must, in the absence of a 
contract to the contrary, out of the income of the property, pay the Government 
revenue, all other charges of a public nature and all rent accruing due in respect 
thereof during such possession. But even if they could not meet the revenue and 
other State dues out of the income and paid the same out of their oum pockets 
in order to save the security, the mortgagees were only entitled under section 72 
(b) of the Transfer of Property Act to add the amount to the mortgage money. 
They could not by pasung such rent or revenue acquire a title in derogation of 
the rights of the mortgagors and the payments, if any, are to be taken into account 
when the mortgagors seek to redeem foe property. That apart it has not been 
shown that foe debtors were awarded any compensation in respect of the Lhalsa 
lands given in mortgage to the appellants. TlW occupancy certificates, if any, 
given by foe Special Mamlatdar to foe appellants cannot imder foe provisions 
of foe Land Reforms Act extinguish the title of foe mortgagors. 

Appeals by Special Leave from foe Judgment and Order, dated foe 28th 
April, 1965 of foe Gujarat High Court in Civil RcHsion Applications Nos. 88 and 93 
of igfii. 

P.B. Palwari, Senior Advocate (K.L. Hathi, Advocate of Mjs. Hathi & Co., 
and. 9 .ir. Begga and Shureshla Begga, Advocates, idfo him), for Appellants. 

P.M. Rawa\ Advocate, and P.C.Bhartari, Advocate for M[s. J.B. Dadochanji & 
Co., for Respondents. 

The Judgment of foe Court iras delivered by 

Milter. J. — ^These arc tiro appeals by Special Leave from judgments of the 
Gujarat High Court, dated 28th April, 1965 in Civil Rcidsion Application Nos. 88 


C.A. Nos. 123 and 124 of ig66. 


J3th February, 1969. - 
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93 of As tile questions involved in both the applications v.'erc the same, 

the High Court delivered the main judgment in Civil ReHsion Application No. 88 of 
1961 and referred to tlic same in its judgment in Civil Revision Application No. 93 
of 1961. The two applications in the High Court arose out of certain proceedings 
under tlie Saurashtra Agricultural Debtors Relief Act. The applicants before the 
High Court and tire appellants before this Court iveie mortgagees in possession of 
certain la.nds belonging to tlie debtors who are notv represented by tlie respon- 
dents. The main gurstioh hr ibre the High Court tvas and before us is. •whetherthe 
debtors had lost all their interest in die lands mortgaged by reason of the operation 
of the Saurashtra Land Reforms ActXXVof 1951 and asrsuch were not competent 
to make an application under die Saurashtra Agricultural Debtors Relief Act, 1054. 
Hereinafter the two Acts -will be referred to as the L?.nd Reforms Act and the Debtors 
Relief Act. 

It is not necessary to deal separately with die facts in the two appeals as the 
course of proceedings in both cases were similar giving rise to common questions of 
law-. IVe therefore propose to take note of the facts in Civil Revision Applica- 
tion No. 88 of 1961. 'Ihc creditors, appellants before us. were in possession of 
die properties — the subject matter of litigation, under two mortgage deeds of a 
Sam vat years 1907 and 1999. Tlie first mortgage ivas for Rs. 991 and the second 
for Rs. i.oii. Tile morgages were with posstssion and tlie mortgagees have been 
appropriating the income of the usufruct there offer the last 50 yeai-s. There is 
nothing to show svhether they were under a liabilits’ under the documents of mort- 
gage to pay die revenue and other dues to die State but there is no dispute that dity 
have been doing so for many years past. The lands were situate in Bajana State is-ith 
its own peculiar land tenure sj'stcm known as the Girasdari sjstem. 

The Land Rr forms Act tvhich come into force on 23rd July. 1951 purported to 
effect important and far reaching changes in die said sj-sti m. The Preamble to die 
Act shoivs that its object w-as “ the improvement of land revenue administration and 
for ultimately putting an end to the Girasdari sj-stem ’’ and the regulation of die 
relationship betivccn the Girasdari and their tenants, to enable the latter to become 
occupants of the land held by them and to provide for the pajment of compensation 
to the Girasdars for the extinguishment ofth'^ir riglits. It will be noted at once 
that the Act aimed at regulating the relationship of persons in die position of land- 
holders and their tenants and to enable die tenants to become the real owners of 
the soil under direct tenancy from the State. It \vas not meant to extinguish or 
affect die rights of die landholders -as mortgagoz-s unless die persons in occupation 
had become tenants either by contract or by operation of laiv. 

The Act came into forex; in the whole of Saurashtra area of die State of Gujarat. 
Under section 2 (15) ‘ Girasdar’ meant any talukdar, bliagdar, bhaeat, cadet or 
mal girasia, etc. Under section 2 (13) ‘estate’ meant all land of "whatever descrip- 
tion held by a Girasdar including uncultieablc waste whether used for die purpose 
of agriculture or not anej ‘Gharklied’ mcantany land rescn-cd by or allotted to a Gir- 
asdar before die 20th May, 1950 or for bring cultivated personally and in his personal 
cultivation. A tenant under section 2 (30) meant an agriculturist wlio licld land on 
lease from a Ghasdar ora person edaiming through him and included a person wlio 
ivas deemed to be a tenant under the provisions of the Act. Under section 3 the 
prosdsions of the Act were to have effect notrv-ithstanding anything inconsistent dicre- 
wlth contained in any other law’ for the time bring in force. Section 4 provided that 
‘‘ all land of whatever description held by a Girasdar is and shall continue to_ be 
liable to die payrnent of land rcvenuc-to die State of Gujarat.” Section 5 classified 
Girasdars according to the measure of dvir holding and under clause (c) thereof a 
Girasdar was to belong to class Gif the total area of agricultural land comprised in his 
estate did notexcccd Ac. 120-00. ScctionC (i) ofthc Act laid down diat any person 
w’howas lawfully" cultis-ating any land belonging to a Girasdar "ivasto be deemed for 
Ac purposcsof Ac Act to be the tenant if he was not a member of thcGirasdar’s family 
or a servant on wages payable in cash or in kind, etc., or a mortgagee in possession. 
'Thc.'ExpIanation to die 5 nb-section however sho"ws diat a person svho w'as oAenvisc 
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deemed to be a tenant \vas not to cease to be such only on the gi'ound that he -vvas a 
mortgages in possession. Under section 19 it \\-as open to any Girasdar to apply to 
the Mamlatdar for the allotment to him of land for personal cultivation -vvithin a 
certain fixed time. Such application had to be made in a specified form gmng the 
prescribed particulars. The applicant had to shoiv inter alia, tlie area and location 
of the land in respect of which the allotment was prayed for, the right under which he 
claimed the land and full particulars of his estate as also the area of/chalsa land, if any 
in his possession. Under 20 of die Act it was for the Mamlatdar to issue notice to 
the tenant or tenants concerned on receipt of an application under section 19 and 
malce an enquiry in the prescribed manner after giving the parties an opportunity of 
"being heard. After such inquiry the Mamlatdai teas required to p^s an order 
making an allotment to the Girasdar of sudi land as may be specified in the order 
and diis ivas to be followed by the issue of an occupancy certificate to a Girasdar in 
r^pect of his Gharkhcd and die land, if any, allotted to him under the section. 
Under sub-section (4) no Girasdar i\-as to obtain possession of any land held by a 
tenant except in accordance idth the order under the section. Section 24 laid dmvn 
the total area of the holding which a G class Girasdar could be allotted for personal 
cultivation. Sub-section (2) of the section prodded that a C class Girasdar could 
not be allotted any ikaJsa land if it teas held by a tenant. Chapter V containing 
sections 31 to 41 prodded for acquisition of occupancy rights by tenants and section 
3 1 laid down the consequences irhich were to ensue in the wake of grant of occupancy 
certificates. A tenant -who was granted such a certificate ivas to be free of all relations 
and obligations as tenant to the Girasdar. The Girasdar in his turn was to be 
entitled to receive and be paid compensation as provided in the Act. Under section 
36 the right, title and interest of the Girasdar in respect of an occupancy holding 
ivere to be deemed to have been extinguished on the pa^nnent by the Government of 
the last instalment of compensation. The functions of a Mamlatdar arc laid down 
in section 46 of the Act. It was for him to decide irifer alia what land should be 
allotted to a Girasdar for personal cultiv'ation and to make such allotment 
to decide whether a person was or ^vas not a tenant, to determine svhether a tenancy 
shall be terminated under section- 12 and many other matters. Under section 51 
an appeal lay to the Collector against any order of the Mamlatdar. 

The above analj-sis of the relevant provisions of the Land Rt forms Act amply 
demonstrate the manner in which a change was to be brought about in tlac relation- 
ship between the Girasdar and h.is tenants and the rights ^\■hich they were respectively 
to acquire under the orders of the Special Mamlatdar. The said officer had no 
jurisdiction to terminate any rights under mortgage. 

The fidl text of the order of the Mamlatdar on the application of the Girasdars 
(the respondents to the appeal) is not before us. The copy of the order on the 
respondents’ application marked Exhibit 8/1 bearing date i6th January, 1964 was 
handed over to us. It appears therefrom that the Girasdar sras allowed to keep as 
Gharklied certain lands by paying six times the assessment in the treasury but with 
regard to section Nos. 684 and 685 (the lands given to the mortgagees) the same were 
held by the Mamlatdar to be khalsa and full assessment thereof was ordered to be 
taken. The Mamlatdar further noted that there -was no need to grant any occu- 
pancy rights. 

On 2nd Ma}’-, 1055 l^^te respondents applied for adjustinent of their debt to 
the Civil Judge' exercising iurisdiction under the Debtors Relief Act. The creditors 
relied on tlic order of the Special hlamlatdar declaring the lands as khalsa as forti- 
fied by the decision of the Bhayati Court of Bajana State. It seas contended that 
the lands having been declared khalsa the debtors had lost their rights therein. 
Reliance teas also placed on'Forrns 7 and 8 by Counsel for the appellants to shotv 
fiiat his clients had acquired proprietary rights in tlic said khalsa lands. According 
to the Civil Judge the judgment of the Bhayati Court had merely decided that the 
Bajana State had no title or interest in the land in question and that the Jats Mul- 
Gitasdars were independent proprietors thereof, .The Judge hotveverTemarked that 

5 C J— p 
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It was not for the Special Mamlatdar to' decide any question as to title and he had 
merely ordered recovery of fuU assessment from the persons in actual possession and 
this in no way vested any title in tlic creditors. In the result the Ciiil Judge directed 
the restoration of tlie lands to the debtors subject to certain limitations and conditions. 

The creditors ivent up in appeal to the Assistant Judge, Surendranagar. Ther« 
it was contended on tlicir behalf tliat the mortgages had been extinguished bv the 
^tle_ of the paramount power and on the date of the application under tlie Debtors 
Relief Act there was no subsisting mortgage bctivccn tlicm and the respondents. 
Reliance tvas placed on tlie decLsion of the Special Mamlatdar declaring the land to 
be A-Msa land as extinguishing the mortgages by forfeiture of the land to the State, 
"i^e .Assistant Judge dealt witli tlie question at some length and came to tlie conclu- 
sion tliat the mortgagee had not been extinguished and not being tenants within the 
meaning of section 6 tlie creditors could not have got an occupancj^ certificate 
in respect of the lands in their possession. He further stressed on the decision of 
the Special Mamlatdar to show that only the liability for the full assessment of 
the lands iras indicated without any disturbance to the rights infer se between the 
mortgagors and the mortgagees. Dealing with the question of the adimices made 
and the amounts still due to the creditors, it was ordered that the debtors should pay 
Rs. 1,698 in twelve yearly instalments and the award was directed to be modified 
accordingly^ 

^ The matter was then taken up by way of Civil Resision to the High Court of 
Gujarat. The High Court arrived at the foUosring conclusions : — ■ 

(a) The decision of the Bhayati Court merely declared that the State was 
entitled to recover taxes of rarious kinds from the lands in possession of tenants or 
mortgagees. Tfiere tras no decision that the lands in possession of the mortgagees 
were confiscated to the State. 


(6) TIic Special Mamlatdar rejected the application of tlic debtor and direc- 
ted the lands in possession of the different creditors to be treated as Government 
lands as according to him the decision of the Bhayati Court amounted to a forfei- 
ture of the lands by the Bajana State. 

(c) It ■\\’as not necessary to test the correctness of the decision of tlie Special 
Mamlatdar as in mew of the provisions in the Debtors Relief Act whicli was an 
Act subsequent to the Land Reforms Act the provisions of the latter Act t\cre to 
prevail. 

In the result the High Court affirmed the order of tlie Assistant Judge in appeal 
directing possession to be handed over to the debtors. 

Before us great stress was laid on the decision of tlic Special hlamlatdar and 
it was argued that subject to any appeal from his order his decision seas bind- 
ing on the parties and not having gone up in appeal from tlic order of the Special 
Mamlatdar the 'debtors could not be allowed to agitate their rights to the lands 
ignoring the said order. We have not before us tlie full text of die order of die 
Special Mamlatdar relied on by the appellants nor arc we statisfied from copies of 
Form 7 prescribed under Rule 81 of the Rules promulgated under die Land Reforms 
Act that there was any adjudication of the rights of the debtors and the creditors 
inter se. In our view all diat the Special hlamlatdar decided and had jurisdiedop 
to decide tinder the Aet tvas, whether the dibtors could be given occupancy' certi- 
ficates or allotted any' land Gbarkhcd and the Special hlamlatdar merely ordered 
that die lands being khaisa full assessment had to be taken in respect of ihem^ and 
there ts'as no need to grant occupancy' rights. In order to get such occupancy rights 
the creditors had to show diat they had become tenants which obviously they could 
not be under the provisions of section 6 of the Land Reforms Act, fiic fact diat 
they had all along paid the revenue and other dues to die State, if any, srould not 
clothe them with die right of the tenants. Under section 76 (c) of the Transfer 
of Property Act a mortgagee in possession must, in the absence of a contract to the 
contrary, out of the income of the property, pay the Government rc\-enuc, all other 
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charges of a public nature and all rent accruing due in respect thereof during such 
possession. We do not loiow ■whether there t^'as a contract in the contrary and 
whether the mortgagors had covenanted to pay the rent and the revenue. But 
even if they could not meet the revenue and other State dues out of the income and 
paid the same out of their own pockets in order to save the security, the mortgagees 
■were only entitled xmder section 72 (b) of the Transfer of Property Act to add the 
amount to the mortgage money. They could not by paying such rent or revenue 
acquire a title in derogation of the rights of the mortgagors and the pa^Tnents, if 
any, are to be taken into account lehen the mortgagors seek to redeem the 
property*. 

That apart, it has not been shown to us that the debtors wxre awarded any 
compensation in respect of the khalsa lands given in mortgage to the appellants. 
The occupancy certificates, if any, given by the Special Alamlatdar to the appellants 
cannot tmder the pro^visions of the Land Reforms Act extinguish the title of the 
mort^gors. Whether the mortgagors as C class Cirasdars can be allowed to retain 
land in excess of the limits specified in the Act and whether as a result of the resto- 
ration of the lands to them by the a^^’ard such limitwiU be exceeded in this case, are 
not questions for us to consider. The right of the mortgagors not being extinguished 
under any provision of law to which our attention was dra\ra, no fault can be foimd 
with the award as finally modified by the judgment of ihe Assistant Judge and effect 
must be given thereto. In our ■view, it is not necessary to consider the point can- 
vassed at length before the High Court and dealt with in the judgment of the said 
Court as to whether the provisions of the Debtors Relief Act over-ride those in the 
Land Reforms Act. The object of the two Acts are different. The object of the 
Land Reforms Act, as already noted is the improvement of the land revenue adminis- 
tration and putting an end to the Girasdari system and granting of occupancy 
rights to the Gira^ars and/or their tenants, whereas the Debtors Relief Act 
governs the rights of the debtors and creditors inter se inter alia by scaling down the 
debts and providing for restoration of their property to debtors. In our view^, the 
right-; of the debtors in this case were not extinguished under the Land Reforms 
Act and it was open to the Cotwt exercising jurisdiction under the Debtors Relief 
Act to scale down the debt and provide for restoration of the land in possession 
of the mortgagees to the mortgagors on taking fresh accounts between the parties 
and directing payments by one party to the other as has been done in this case. 

TI>e appeals therefore fail and are dismissed with costs. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 
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Constitution of India (1950), Article 226— Writ of mandamus — When can lie — Company 
non-St atutory body incorporated under Companies Act — Whether writ of mandamus 
lies against the company — Agreement between company and its workmen — -Court holding 
writ of mandamus against company not maintainable but declaring agreement to be 
illegal and void— Validity ofr-No relief by way of declaration as Jo invalidity of 
agreement can be granted. 

No doubt. Article 226 pro^vides that every High Court shaU have po■^\•er to 
issue to any person or authority orders and wvits including ■swits in the nattue of 
habeas corpus mandamus, etc. or any of them for the enforcement of any of the 
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largest shareholder, the Union Government had the poorer to nominate the com- 
pany's directors. Even so, being registered under the Compames Act and governed 
by the provisions of that Act, the company is a separate legal entity and cannot be 
said to be either a Government Corporation or an industry rim by or under the 
authority of the Union Government. 

At the material time there were two rival trorkmen’s unions in the company, 
the Praga Tools Employees’ Union and the Praga Tools Corporation Mazdoor 
Sabha (hereinafter referred to as the union and the sabha respectively). On rst 
July, 1961 a settlement was arrived at between the company and the said union 
under which the workmen irJer a'ia agreed to observed industrial truce for a period 
of three years and not to resort to strikes, stoppage of work or go-slow tactics. 
On lOth December, 1962 the company and the said union entered into a supple- 
mentary settlement under which the company agreed not to retrench ‘or lay-off 
any of the rvorkmcn during the said period of truce on an assurance from the said 
rmion of co-operation and willingness of the workmen to carry out alternative tasks 
assigned to them even if they were in a slightly lower cadre ss'ithout loss of emolu- 
ments. The said two settlements were arrived at and recorded in the presence of 
the Commissioner of Labour tmder sections 2 {p) and 18 (i) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 and were to be in force as aforesaid until ist July, 1964. On 20th 
December, 1963, hotrever, the company entered into an agreement with the said 
union to wliich the said sabha was not a party. Tlie agreement recited that there 
were several disputes between the company and the union and that some of them 
were the subject-matter of conciliation proceedings and some were pending arbitra- 
tion or adjudication. Clause (i) pro^dded that the said agreements dated ist 
July, 1961 and loth December, 1962 to the extent that they ^v'cre inconsistent with 
this agreement would stand automatically repealed or modified by this agreement. 
Clause (6) stated that there ^vas an immediate, imavoidablc need for reducing sub- 
stantially the overhead expenditure of the company and for effecting economy and 
therefore notwithstanding the agreement dated loth December, 1962 “both the 
parties have prepared a list of the categories and persons who would be retrenched 
after careful consideration.” The said list was attached to the agreement as 
Annexure ‘VI. Clause (6) also provided that the agreement dated loth December, 
1962 stood modified so as to allow the said retrenchment to take place immediately 
in accordance with law. The clause further provided that in order to mitigate 
the consequences of the proposed retrenchment the company had evolved a scheme 
of volimtarj’ retirement ■with terminal benefits superior to those provided under the 
Industrial Disputes Act, but the scheme of voluntary retirement w'ould be available 
to the workmen only for a period of 10 days from the date of the agreement. It 
further provided that the company and the said union had agreed that an attempt 
would be made to rehabilitate the retrenched persons by helping them to obtain 
alternative emplojment and the company had for the purpose contacted public 
sector and other industries and in particrrlar the Hea-vy Engineering Corporation, 
Ranchi for absorption as far as possible of the retrenched personnel. The -effect 
of this agreement was to enable the company, notwithstanding the two earlier 
settlements,, to carr>- out retrenchment of 92 workmen mentioned in Annexure "VI 
thereto -svitb effect from ist Januarj', 1964. 

Respondent i and 40 other workmen thereupon filed a writ petition under 
A^de 226 in the High Court of Andhra Pradesh challenging the v^alidity of the 
said agreement impleading therein the company, the said union and the Regional 
Assistant Commissioner as respondents. Tlr'e petition darmed a wTit of mandamus 
or an order in the nature of mandamus or any other order or direction restraining the 
respondents to implement or enforce the said agreement. The WTit petition was 
m the first instance heard by a learned Single Judge of the High Court before whom 
the workmen raised the following contentions; (i) that the said agreement dated 
20th December, 1963 was invalid as it was entered into by the rmion in collusion 
'yitii the company and was in vdolation of the said two earlier settlements, (2) that 
mere could be no industrial dispute vvdthin the meaning of section 2 {k) of the 

Act .as the said two earlier settlements, not having been terminated under section 
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^9 (2)j 'V'cre in force, Aat therefore there could not be a valid conciliation under 
^ction 12 and accordingly the fact of the Conciliation Officer having signed the 
impugned agreement gave no binding force to it, [3) that the retrenchment of the 
92 workmen was illegal and void as it was in breach of section 25 (/) inasmuch as 
no notice tlicrcof -^vas given to the appropriate Government, and (4) that ffic com- 
pany bv-ing under the management of the Union Government, the appropriate 
Government in regard to the dispute was the Central Government and not the State 
Government and consequently the impugned agreement svhich was signed by the 
Conciliation Officer appointed by the State Government was not valid and no 
retrenchment could validly be efiected under the force of such agreement. 

The learned Single Judge negatived these contentions holding that the company 
was neither an industry run by or under the authority of the Union Government 
nor under its management but being a company registered under the Companies 
Act the appropriate Government was the State Government. He also held that 
there "was no proof of the said imion having entered into the impugned agreement 
in collusion with the company. He further held that the union by its letter dated 
5th April, 1963, had raised an industrial dispute and had thereby requested tlat 
the question of letrenchment should be settled between the parties, that the said 
dispute tvith tlie consent of the company and the tmion ivas brought for conciliation 
before the Conciliation Officer and that the impugned agreement, hasong been 
brought aboutin the course of the said conciliation proceedings, was binding on all 
worlmen including the petitioners in the writpetition despite the fact that they were 
members of the Sabha and not of the Union. In this view the learned Single Judge 
held that it was not necessary for him to decide the preliminary objection raised by 
the company that no writ petition for a mandamus coffid lie against it. He dismissed 
the writ petition on merits on the basis of the aforesaid findings given by him. 28 
out of the said 41 workmen who had filed the writ petition filed a Letters Patent 
Appeal against the said judgment. The Dhdsion Bench of the High Court which 
heard the appeal held j (i) that since the dispute relating to the company’s right to 
retrenchment was already settled under section 18 (1) by the said supplementary 
settlement of loth December, 1962. no industrial dispute could be said to exist 
or arise until the said settlement was duly terminated under section 19 (2), that there- 
fore there could be no valid conciliation proceedings in respect of the question of 
retrenchment and that the impugned agreement permitting the company to retrench, 
though it bore the signature of the Conciliation Officer, was not a valid agreement; 
(2) that so long as the earlier settlements were not terminated they held the field, 
and (3) that the said letter dated 5th April, 1963 relied on by the learned Single 
Judge as having raised an industrial dispute rc^rding retrenchment did not in 
fact contain or raise any such question. The Division Bench held that tlic said 
letter raised only the question of revision of wage-structure and other demands 
but not the question of retrenchment. The letter of 29th July, 1963 of the Concilia- 
tion Officer to the company relied on by the company also inferred to tlie demands 
contained in the said letter of 5th April, 1963, namely, the revision of wage-structure 
dearness alloivance, promotion and other matters, but not the question of the com- 
pany’s right of retrenchment. The Division Bench therefore held that there was 
nothing on record to show that retrenchment was the subject-matter of any concilia- 
tion before the conciliation officer and therefore any agreement conferring on the 
company the right to retrench so long as the said earlier settlements were not ter- 
minated' ivas invalid in spite of the Conciliation Officer having given his assent to 
and affixed his signature on it. The learned Judges, however, held that the com- 
pany being one registered under the Companies Act and not having any statutory 
duty or function to perform was not one against which a writpetition for a mandamus 
or any other'writ could lie. No such petition could also lie against tlic conciliation 
officer as on the facts of the case that officer did not have to implement the impugned 
agreement. Tlie Division Bench, however, held that though the wiit petition was 
not maintainable it could grant a declaration in favour of three workmen, namely, 
appellants 6, 16 and 25 before it, that the impugned agreement svas illegal and void 
and dismissed the wit petition subject to the said declaration. The company chal- 
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lengcs in this appeal by Special Leave the validity of this judgment making such 
a declaration. 

Thus the only question which arises in this appeal is ■whether in the vietv that 
it took that the wTit p»etition was not maintainable against the company the High 
Court could stiU gi-ant the said declaration. 

In our \dew the High Court was correet in holding that the writ petition filed 
under Article 226 claiming against the company mandamus or an order in the nature 
of mandamus ■^\•as misconceived and not maintainable. The writ obviously tvas 
claimed against the company and not against the Conciliation Officer in respect of 
any public or statutory duty imposed on him by the Act as it was not he but the 
company who sought to implement the impugned agreement. No doubt. Article 
226 pro\idcs that every High Court shall have power to issue to any person or autho- 
rity orders and ^vTits including wits in the nature of habeas corpus, mandamus, etc. 
or any of them for the enforcement of any of the rights conferred by Part III of 
the Constitution and for any other purpose. But it is well understood that a 
mandamus lies to secure the performance of a public or statutory duty in the perfor- 
mance of which the one who appli^ for it has a sufficient legal interest. Thus, an 
application for mandamus will not lie for an order of re-instatement to an office which is 
essentially of a private character nor can such an application be maintained to secure 
performance of obligations owed by a company towards its workmen or to resolve 
any prh^te dispute. [See Sohan Lai v. Union of IndiaL]. In Regina v. Industrial 
Court and others-, mandamus was refused against the Industrial Court though set up 
imder the Industrial Courts Act, rgig on the ground that the reference for arbitra- 
tion made to it by a Minister w’as not one under the Act but a private reference. 
“ This Court has never exercised a general power ” said Bruce, J. in R. v. Lewisham 
Union^, “ to enforce the performance of their statutory duties by public bodies on 
the application of anybody who chooses to apply for a mandamus. It has always 
required that the applicant for a mandamus shoud have a legal and a specific right to 
enforce the performance of those duties ”. Therefore, the condition precedent for the 
issue of mandamus is that there is in one claiming it a legal right to the performance ofa 
legal duty by one against whom it is sought. An order of mandamus is, in from, a 
command directed to a person. Corporation or an inferior tribunal requiring him or 
them to do a particular thing ^rein specified which appertains to his or their office 
and is in the nature of a public duty. It is, however, not necessary that the person or 
the authority on wffiom the statutory duty is imposed need be a public official or an 
official body. A mandamus can issue, for instance, to an official of a society to compel 
him to carry out the terms of the statute under or by which the society is constituted 
or governed and also to companies or Corporations toicarry out duties placed on them 
by the statutes authorising ffieir undertakings. A mandamus would also lie against a 
company constituted by a statute for the purposes of fulfilling public responsibili- 
ties Cf. Halsburfs Laws of England (3rd Edn.), Vol. II, page 52 and onwards]. 

The company being a hon-statutory body and one incorporated under the 
Companies Act there was neither a statutory nor a public duty imposed on it by a 
statute in respect of which enforcement coffid be sought by means ofa mandamus, nor 
was theie in its workmen any corresponding. legal right for enforcement of any such 
statutory or public duty. The High Court therefore, was right in holding, that no 
wit petition for a mandamus or an order in the nature of mandamus could lie against 
the company. 

The gricwnce of the company, however, is that though the High Court held 
rightly that no such petition was maintainable, it nevertheless granted a declara- 
tion in favour of three of the said workmen, a declaration ^shich it could not issue 
once it held that the said wit petition was misconceived. The argument was that 
such a declaration, if at all, could only issue against public bodies or companies or 
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Corporations set up or controlled by statutes in respect of acts done by them contrary 
to or in breacli of the provisions of such statutes. If a public authority’' purports 
to dismiss an employee otlxer^vise than in accordance vath mandatory procedural 
requirements or on grounds other than tliose sanctioned by die statute the Courts 
u'ould have jurisdiction to declare its act a nullitj'. Thus, where a Hospital Sersaces’ 
Board dismissc d a clerk for reasons not authorised by the reles'ant conditions of sersace 
a declaration teas granted to the applicant by the House of Lords. IMc. Chelland v. 
IKorllmn Ireland General Healta Seriices Boards^, Even ivhcrc the statutory pov.'cr of 
dismissal is not made subject to express procedural requirements or limited to 
prescribe grounds Courts have granted a declaration that it teas im-alidly exercised 
if the autltority has failed to observe rules of natural justice or has acted capriciously 
or in bad faitlr or for impliedly unauthorised purposes. [See Ridge v. Raldmin~ 
and Short v. Poolr Corporation^]. Declarations of invalidity have often been founded 
on successful assertions tliat a public duty has not been complied witli. [See 
Atiomcj-General v. St. Jvs R.D.C.^. Itis, therefore, fairly clear that such a declaration 
can be issued against a person or an authority oi a Corporation ^^here the impugned 
act is in violation of or contrary to a statute under which it is set up or governed or a 
public duty or responsibility imposed on such person, authority or body by such 
a statute. 


The High Covrt ho^v^e^'eT. relied on tevo decisions of this Court ssjustifpng it to 
issue tlie said declaration. The two decisions are Bidi Bidi, Leaves and Tobacco 
Merchants’ Association v. The State of Bombay ®,and A.B, AbdulLadirv. The Sta’e of Kerala^ 
But neither of diese tsvo decisions is a paralhl case svhich could be relied on. In the 
first case, the declaration was granted not against a company, as in the present case, 
but against the State Goe'ernment and tlie declaration •was as regards die invalidity 
of certain clauses of .a notification issued by die Government in pursuance of power 
under section 5 of the Minimum Wages Act, 1948 on the ground that die said 
clauses were bci ond die pun itiv of that section. In the second case also, certain 
rules made under the Cochin Tobacco Act of 1081 (hl.E.) and die Travancorc 
Tobacco Regulation of 1087 (M.E.) were declared void kab initio. These cases 
were therefore not cases where writ petitions were held to be not maintainable as 
liaving been fikd against a company and despite that fact a declaration ofimulidity 
of an impugned agrement having been granted. In our viciv once the i\Tit peti- 
tion was held to be misconceived on die ground that it could not lie against a com- 
pany whicli was ncidier a statutory company nor one haidng public duties or rcs- 
pondbilitics imposed on it by a statute, no relicfby iray of a declaration as to invalidity 
of an impugned agreement between it and is employees could be granted. TIic 
High Court in these circumstances ought to have left the is’orkmcn to resort to the 
remedy available to diem under die Industrial Disputes Act by raising an industrial 
dispute thereunder. Tlie only course left open to the High Court ivas therefore to 
dismiss it. No such declaration against a company registered under the Companies 
Act and not set up under any statute or having any public duties and rcspousibilitics 
to perform under such a statute could be issued in writ proceedings in respect of an 
agreement vliieli ivas essentially of a private character hetweea it and its workmen. 
The High Court, therefore, ivas in error in granting the said declaration. 

Tlie result is that the appeal must be allowed and the said declaration set aside. 
In the circumstances of the case we make no order as to costs. 

S.V.J. Appeal allowed. 
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Preset : — Mr. M. Hcdayatuelah, Chief Justice, J. C. Shah, V. RAiiAStvAra, 
G. K. MrTTER AKD A.N. Grover, JJ. 

Mohd. Ismail . . Appellant^ 

V. 

Nanney Lai . . . Respondent. 

UltaT Pradesh {Temporaty) Control of Rent and Eviction Act {III of 1947), sections 3 (3) 
' and "]-F-~~Scope^Sait for eviction — Permission to institute — State Government cancelling 
- the permission given by the Commissioner— Suit, if becomes incompetent — Judicial process. 

The question for determination is ivhether a suit for e\'iction of a tenant by a 
landlord, after obtaining the permission of the Commissioner under sub-section (3) 
of section 3 of the' Uttar Pradesh (Temporary) Control of Rent and Eviction Act, 
1947 becomes incompetent on the making of an order by the State Government 
under section 7-F cancelling the permission to sue given by the Commissioner. 
Held, that once a suit is validly instituted it must take its course and the 
decree passed therein must be given effect to unless the svords of the statute 
render the decree inexecutable or liable to re-opening in a proper case on 
grounds mentioned in the statute. It was pointed out by this Supreme Court 
in Bhagvoan Das’ s case, G..A.. No. 1617 of ig 58 dated 27th September, 1968, 
that the Legislature had provided for a decree for evnetion of a tenant passed before 
the commencement of the Act liable to be rendered in executable unless it was 
based on any of the grounds mentioned in sub-section (3). The Legislature might,' 
if so advised, have provided for a similar result in a case tvherc the State Govern- 
ment had revoked the permission to sue granted by the Commissioner. It ^^•ould 
make a mocker)* of the judicial process if it were to be held on the language of the 
sections as they stand at present, that irrespective of a decree being passed by. the 
trial Court being upheld in appeal by the High Court or by this Court, the order 
of the State Government would nuUily all proceedings. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated the 13th 
December, 1968 of the Allahabad High Court in Second Appeal No. 3474 of 1963. 

JJ’. Goyal, GJK. Wantoo and V.C. Parashar, Advocates, for Appellant. . 

KJ. Gupta, Advocate, for , Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Milter, J. — ^The question in this appeal by Special Leave is, whether a suit for 
eviction of a tenant by a landlord, after obtaining the permission of the Commissioner 
under sub-section (3) of section 3 of the Uttar Pradesh (Temporar)") Control of 
Rent and Eviction Act, 1947 becomes incompetent, on the making of an order by 
the State Government under section 'j-P cancelling the permission to sue given by 
the Commissioner. ■ . ■ * ' . : 

The relevant facts for disposal of this appeal arc as follou-s. The respondent- 
landlord obtained permission of the District Magistrate to file a suit for eviction against 
the appellant under section 3 (i) of the Act on 29th May, 1961. The tenant we nt 
up to the Commissioner of Agra Division imdcr section 3 (2) of the Act. On 26th 
July, 1961, the Commissioner dismissed the revision application. The tenant thm 
filed a further revision application to the State Government under section 7-F of 
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tlie Act. Before the disposal oT the' last revision application, the landlord filed a suit 
for ejectment on i Stir January, J962, in the Court of the Munsif, Etah in pursuance of 
the permission given by the Commissioner. On i6th June, 1962, the State Govern- 
ment set aside the order of the Commissioner and revoked the permission granted to 
the landlord. Tire suit rs'as dismissed by the Munsif of Etah on lythNovembcr, 1962. 
The Civil Judge of Etah allowed the appeal of the landlord on 28tlt September, 
1963. The tenant went up in Second Appeal to the High Court. On 13 th Decemr 
ber, 1 968, a learned single J udge of the Allahabad High Court dismissf d the tenant’s 
appeal foUotving a judgment of this Court in Bhagwan Das v. Paras Kath^, Learned 
Counsel for the appellant contended that some aspects of the question had not been 
raised before and/or considered by this Court on the prior occasion which might 
have induced the Court to come to a different conclusion. Hatdng heard Counsel 
at some length, we are convinced that there is no merit in his submissions. We 
respectfully agree tvith the decision in Bhagwan Das's case\ and are satisfied tijat 
Counsel has not been able to shotv tliat any relcmnt aspect of the question was 
not considered on the former occasion. 


There was no unanimity of opinion in the Allahabad High Court as regards the 
effect of an order passed by the State Government contrary to the Commissioner’s 
order on the basis of rvhich a suit for eviction was filed in the subordinate Courts 
So far as the High Court tvas concerned, the matter tvas laid at rest by a Full Bench 
decision in the case ofBansi Ram v.^^fan/n'Lal~. Tilts Court while not concurring 
with all that was said in Bansi Ram’s case-, agreed with the Full Bench that a 
suit validly instituted afttcr obtaining permission as required by section 3 did not 
cease to be maintainable even if the. State Government tlicreafter revoked the 
permission granted. 


Section 3 (t) of the Act restricts the rights of landlords to institute suits for 
eviction of tenants to cases covered by clauses (a) to (g) of that sub-section except 
ivitli the permission of the District Magistrate. The u-ords of this sub-section are 
imperative and show that no such suit can be filed without the permission of tlie 
said authority. Under the Transfer of Property Act the only pre-requisite to the 
institution of a valid suit for eviction of a mondily tenant is the sendee of a proper 
notice to quit. The landlord is not obliged to make out any ground for such election. 
Where he seeks to eject a tenant and can make out a case -which falls idthin any of 
the sub-clauses (a) to (g), he need not approach the District Magistrate for permis- 
sion to sue; It follows that the District Magistrate must consider the justification 
for the institution of a suit in all other cases. His order is expressly made subject 
to any order under sub-section (3) of the section. In order that power under the 
latter sub-section can be exercised, it is necessary for the aggrieved party to apply 
to the Commissioner to revise the order of tlie Magistrate by making an application 
under sub-section (2) of die section within 30 days from the date on wliidi die 
order is communicated to him. Sub-section (3) enjoins upon the Commissioner to 
hear the application, as far as may be, udthin six weeks from the date of making it 
and his poivers in this regard are not subject to any limitation. A landlord may 
file a suit for eviction on getting the permission of die District Magistrate to do so 
but he runs the risk of such permission being revoked by the Commissioner in which 
case his suit will bccom; infructuous as by the express words of sub-section (i) die 
permission of the District Magistrate is made subject to revision by the Commissioner. 
The question arises ivhedicr the same result ivill follo-w if the order of die Commis- 
sioner is in its turn upset by the State Government acting under section 7-F and 
whether sub-section (4) of section 3 should be so construed. In our opinion, an 
order und'r section 7-F cannot affect a suit filed prior dicrc to if the landlord has 


1. G. A. No. 1617 of j968 decided on 27th September, 1968. 
C. I.L.R. (1965) » AU. 545. 
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obtained the necessary sanction from the Commissioner. The relevant portion of the 
sections are quoted belo^v’* for facility of reference. 

Under sub-section (i) the maintainability of a suit on grounds other than 
those mentioned in clauses (a) to (g) is made expressly subject to an order under sub- 
section (3). It ^vill be noted that the Legislature has conferred various po\sxrs on 
the State Government besides the power to reverse orders under section 3. For 
reasons of its otvn the Legislature did not provide that the right to file a suit would be 
subject to or dependent upon an order under section 7-F in the same ^vay as an order 
under section 3 (3). 

Various reasons were given by this Court in Bhagwan Das’s case^ for coming to 
the conclusion that section 7-F was not to be construed in the same way as section 
3 (3) and we are in entire agreement therewith. When a landlord files a suit for 
eviction only with the permission of the District Magistrate he knows that it would 
be open to the tenant to ask for revocation of the permission by an application to the 
Commissioner within 30 days from the communication of the order of the District 
Maoistrate to him. He is also aware that the Commissioner must, except for 
unavoidable reasons, hear the application and dispose of it witliin six weeks there- 
after. At the most, therefore he has to wait for about ten %vecks from the order 
of the District Magistrate granting permission to find out whether hfe can safely insti- 
tute a suit. But so far as the revisional powers of the State Government arc concerned 
there is no time-limit fix^-d cither for application by an aggrieved party or for the 
disposal thereof. It may be made at any time and the State Government is furtlicr 
authorised by this section (section 7-F) to act suo motu. In such a state of affairs, 
it would not be right to hold that the landlord must wait indefinitely and find out 
whether the permission granted to him will be upheld by the State Government 
should the tenant make an application for revision of the order of the Commissioner, 

Apart from the above consideration, the words of section 7-F in our opinion, 
indicate that the State Government can only exercise its jurisdiction to revise the 
order of the Commissioner before the actual institution of the suit. The language 
of section 7-F shows that on the facts of the case before it the State Government 
must consider whether the grant of or refusal to grant permission for the filing of a 
suit should be upheld or not. The section does not seem to be aimed at invalidating a 
suit already instituted and can only operate at a stage before the landlord launches 
his proceeding. There is nothing in sub-section (4) of section 3 read with section 
7-F to show that a landlord should ^vait till the powers of the revising authorities 
have been exhausted. If the Legislature had so intended, it could have used words 
in sub-section (i) of section 3 to indicate that the grant of permission by the District 
Magistrate -^vould also be subject to an order under section 7-F. The same 
resiSt might have been achieved by providing for the stay of a suit in case the State 
Government made an order tmder section 7-F contrary to that of the Commissioner. 


*3 Eiflrictions on eviction. — (i)'Subject to any order passed under sub-section (3) no suit shall, 
wthout the permission of the District Magistrate, be Sled in any civil Court against a tenantibr his 
nyjQtJojj S*om any accommodation, except on one or more of the following grounds.— 

, ^ ^ *« *• *• ** 

(a) to (g) 

("') INTiere any application has been made to the District Magistrate for permission to sue a 
tenant for eviction from any accommodation and the District Magistrate grants or refuses to grant 
the permission, the party aggrieved by his order may, within 30 da>’s from the date on which the 
order is commimicated to him, apply to the Commissioner to rcs'ise the order. 

(3) The Commissioner shall hear the application made under sub-section (2), as far as may be, 
within sex s\ eeks from the date of making it, and he may, ifhe is not satisfied as to the correctness lega- 
lity or propriety ofthe order passed by the District Magistrate or as to the regularity ofproceedings held 
before him alter or reverse his order, or mal e such other order as may be just and proper. 

(4) The order ofthe Commissioner imdcr sub-section (3) shall, subject to any Order passed by 
the State Government under section y-F final. 

7.F. — Riviiion to StaU Gocerrm r.'. — The State Government may call for the record of any case 
granting or refusing to grant permission for the filing of a suit for eviction referred to in section 3 
orr cquiring any accommodation to be let or not to be let any person under section 7 or directing a 
person to sacate any accommodation tmder section J-A and may make such order as appears to i t 
necessary for the ends of justice. 
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Once a suit is validly instituted it must take its course and the decree passed 
therein must be given effect to unless the -words of tlic statute render the decree 
incxccutablc or liable to re-opening in a proper case on grounds mentioned in the 
statute. It was pointed out by this Court in Bhagwan Das's case'^ that the Legislature 
had provided for a decree for eviction of a tenant passed before tire commencement 
of the Act liable to be rendered ine^ccutable unless it -was based on any of the 
grounds mentioned in sub-section (3). The Legislature might, if so advised, hare 
provided for a similar result in a ease -rvhere tJie State Government had res-oked 
the permission to sue granted by the Commissioner. 

It -was also pointed out in Bhagwan Das's case^, that it would make a mockery 
of the judicial process ifwervcre to hold on the language of the sections as they stand 
at present, that irrespective of a decree being passed by tire trial Court being 
upheld in appeal by the High Courtorby this Cormt, the order of the State Govern- 
ment would nullify all proceedings. 

There is notlrlng in the judgment of this Court in Shri Bhagwan v. Rem Chcr.d- 
read ssdth section 16 of the Act which would incline us to come to any different 
conclusion. On the strength of the decision in that ease read in the light of section 
16, itwas argued that the order of the State Government being quasi-judicial in nature 
section 16 (inset) placed the order of the State Government beyond the pale of 
scrutiny by a Court of law. We cannot see any force in this argument. Tlic permis- 
sion to sue given by the Commissioner has no effect on the course of the trial of the 
issues involved in that suit. That permission is only a pre-requisite to a suit as a 
notice under section 80 of the Code of Civil Procedure. The Court trj'ing the suit 
for eviction has to find out whether a proper notice to quit was given and tvhethcr 
the tenancy -^vas properly determined. It must also f:xamine the groimds on tlic basis 
ofwhich the landlord seeks to evict the tenant and decide for itself tvhether such 
founds exist. Neither the District Magistrate nor tlte Commissioner nor "tlte State 
Government is obliged to disclose any reasons svhich may influence tlie said 
authorities in coming to their decision and the Court is not called upon to examine 
whetlier tire conclusion of any of the said authorities was properly arris'cd at. 

Learned Counsel for the appellant would have us hold that section 16 ousted 
the jurisdiction of the Court to consider the propriety of any order of the State 
Government. In our view, that is not the effect of that section. The decision in 
Shri Bhagwan v. Ram Ckand~, shows that the State Government must offer a reasonable 
opportunity to both the parties while it exercises its jurisdiction under section 7-F 
and an order -ivhich is made in violation of tlie principles of natural justice may be 
quashed. Once the jurisdiction under section 16 is properly exercised the Court 
carmot examine the propriety of the order made thereimdcr. 

In our view, as already pointed out, jurisdiction under section 7-F is only 
exercisable at a point of tune anterior to the filing of a suit and Courts of lasv can 
therefore disregard any order under that section tvhich is made after tire filing of a 
suit. 

In the result, the appeal fails and is dismissed with costs. Two months time 
granted from today for vacating subject to payment of rent and an_ undertaking 
given that the property would be handed over peacefully within that time. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 


1. C. A. No. 1617 of 1968, decided on 27th to be qu stioned in anv Conn — ^No order mace 

September. 1968 under this Act by the State Govemment or the 

2. (1966) 2 S.G.J. 295 = (tgSs) 3 S.CtR. District Magistrate shall be called in tjuesfion 
'218. SecHo’t 16. — Orders tuider the Act not hi swy Court. 



I] 


SHIVASHANKAR PRASAD SAH V. BAIKUNTH NATH SINGH. 


101 


THE SUPRE^ COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikki, R. S. Bachawat and K.S. Hegde, JJ. 
Shh'ashanlcar Prasad Sah and another . . Appellants* 

V. ■ ■ 

Baikuii& Nath Singh and others . . Respondents', 

Civil Procedure Code {V of igo8), section ii — Res judicata — Plea, when can be said to 
: be barred — Order g, rule g. Civil Procedure Code, 

Bihar Land Reforms Act {JOCX of 1950), sections z, 3, 4, 6 and 14 — Scope — Estate subject 
to mortgage resting in the State — Pfo suit to lie in any civil Court for the recovery of any 
money due from the proprietor {of the Estate') or tenure holder — Mortgage decree, if has 
become unexecutable. 

The real question for decision in this case is whether the dismissal of Misc. Cases 
Nos. 94 and 1 ib of 1959 for default of the judgment-debtors can be said to be a final 
decision of the Court after hearing the parties. Before a plea can be held to be barred 
by the principles of res judicata, it must be sho^s•n that the pleain question had not 
only been pleaded but it had been heard and finally decided by the Court. A dis- 
missal of a suit'for default of the plaintiff, srould not operate as res judicata against a 
plaintiff in a subsequent suit on the same cause of action. ' If it was othervrise 
there ^s’as no need for the Legislature. to enact rule 9 of Order 9, Civil Procedure 
Code, which in specific terms says that where a suit is %ehoIIy or partly dismissed 
..under rule 8, the plaintiff should be precluded from bringing a fresh suit in : respect 
of the same cause of action. Only, a- decision by a Court could be res judicata, 
whether it be statutory under section ii. Civil Procedure or constructive as 

• a matter of public policy on wlxich the entire, doctrine rests. Before an earlier 

decision can be considered as res judicata the same must have been heard .and 
finally decided. . • • ■ • 

There is no dispute that the piopert}’’, mortgaged was an. Estate within the 

• meaning of section 2' (i) and the notification issued under se.ction 3 covered the 
entiretj' of the estate. Reading sections 3, 4 and 6 together, it follou^s that all 

' Estates notified under section 3 vest in the State free of all cnciunb'rancesi 
.The quondam proprietors and tenure-holders of those Estates Ipose.all interests 
' .in those Estates. As proprietors they retain no interest in' respect pf them what- 
soever. But in respect of the- lands , enumerated in section 6 the State settled 
on them the" right? of rai}-ats. Though in fact the vesting cf the Estates .' and 
the deemed settlement .of raiyats rights in respect of certain classes of lands included 
in the Estate took place simidtaneously, in.Iaw the.tyvo must be treated as different 
.' transactions : first there' "was, a vesting of the.Estatcs in the State .absolutely,- and 
free of all .encumbrances. Then followed the deemed, settlement by the State 
‘ of raiyat's rights on the quondam proprietors. Therefore in law it tvould not 
.be correct to say that tvhat vested in the.Stafe are only those interests not coming 
tvithin section 6. Section 4 {d) proridcs that ‘ no suit shall lie in any civil Court 
- for .the recover)' of any money, due frorn such proprietor (proprietor trhose estate 
has vested in the State) or tenure holder the paynient of tvhich is secured by a mort- 
■ gage or is a charge on, such estate or tenure and all suits and proceedings for the 
recover)^ of any such money which may be pending on the adate of vesting shall 
■ be dropped ■ Proceedings’ in this section , undoubedly include execution’ pro- 
ceedings. This is not a case •where only a’ part of the mortgaged property has 
. vested in the State; Under the circmnstanccs the only remedy open to the decree 
holders is that provided in Chapter I’V of the "Act i:e., a claim'tmder section 14 
, before the Claims Officer for “ determining the amotmt of debt legally and justly 
•pa)-ablc to each “creditor in respect of his claim;”.' ■ ' 

i — ^ i-;— ; ^ ^ — I — 

*C.A. No. 368 of 1966. 7th March,- 1969 ' 
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Appeal by Special Lea^-e from the Judgment and Order dated the 3rd February, 
1964 of the Patna High Court in Appeal from Appellate Order No. gg of 1963. 

S arJoD Prasad, Senior Advocate {R.C. Prasad, Advocate, ^vdth him), for Appellants. 

K. K, Siiiha and S. K. Bisaria, Advocates, for F-cspondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Hegdc, J.— T]i}% appeal against the judgment of the Patna High Court dated the 
3rd February, 1964, in its Appellate Order No. 99 of 1963 v.-as filed after obtaining 
Special Leave from this Court. It arises from a proceeding under section 47, Civil 
Procedure Code. In execution of a mortgage decree, the decree-holders sought to 
proceed against Bakasht lands of the judgment-debtors. The judgment-debtors 
objected to the same on the ground drat Ae .execution ^ras barred rmder section 
4 \d) of tire Bihar Land Reforms Act, 1050 (to be hereinafter referred to as the 
Act). But that objection "was overruled by the executing Court on two difierent 
grounds namely (i) that the objection in question is. barred by the principles of 
res judicata and (2) the bar of section 4 (d) pleaded is not tenable. The decision of 
the execution Court ^s'as affirmed in appeal but re\Terscd in second appeal by the 
High Court. 

The two questions that arise for decision in this appeal are (i) whether the 
•objection as regards the cxecutabUity of the decree pleaded by the judgment-debtors 
is barred by the principles of res judicata and (2) rrhether the mortgage decree 
has become tmcxccutable in wew of the provisions of the Act. 

We shall now' briefly set out the material facts of the case. The mortgagees, 
the appellants in this appeal obtained a preliminary decree on 26th June, 1947 on 
the basis of a mortgage. The property mortgaged t^as an Estate rrithin the meaning 
of the Act. That property included both Bakasht lands as tvell as other lands. The 
Act came into force after the passing of the aforementioned preb'minaiy decree. 
The decree-holders filed petition for passingafinal decree on 19th Septemeber, 1955* 
The Estate mortgaged vested in the State of Bihar on ist January', 1956 as a r«idt 
a notification issued under section 3 (i) of the Act, A final decree was passed in 
the mortgage Slut on ist October, 1956. Tlicreafter the mortgagees applied under 
section 14 of tlie Act and got determined the compensation to ivhich they’ were 
entitled imder the Act.- It is said that they did not proceed any further in that pro- 
ceedings but on the other hand filed on i8th June, 1958, an execution petition to exe- 
cute the mortgage decree against the Bakasht lands. The judgment debtors resisted 
tliat execution by' filing an application under section 47, Civil Procedure Code, 
(Jvlisc, Case No. 94 of 1959) on the ground drat the decree carmot be executed in 
view of the provisions of the Act. That application was dismissed for the default of 
the judgment-debtors on 12th September, 1959. A second application raising 
the same ground (AEsc, Case No. i to of 1959) tv-as filed by' the judgment-debtors 
on ^th September, 1959. That against i^-as dismissed on 23rd July', i960, for 
default of tlic judgment-debtors. A third application raising the same ground of 
objection ,(Misc.- Case No. 91 of i960) was ffied hy the judgment-debtors on 12th 
September, 1960. That application t\-as dismissed on 4th January', 1962, after exa- 
mining the contentions of the parties. Hicrein the execution Court came to the 
conclusion that the objection raised by the judgment-debtors is barred on the 
principles of res judicata and further that the same has no merits. This decision as 
mentioned earlier ivas affirmed by the appellate Court but reversed by the High 
Court. 

We_ shall first take up the" contention that the objection taken by' the judgment- 
debtors is barred by' principles of res judicata. Though at one stage, learned Counsel 
for the appcllants-dccrcc-holders atempted to bring the case within pixfiicaalion 5, 
section r 1, Ch-il Procedure Code,' he did not pursue that line of argument but tried 
to support his contention on the broader principles of resjudPate, Tltc real question 
for decision in this case is whether the dismissal of Misc. Cases Nos. 94 and no of 
1959 Jor dcfaultof the judgment-debtors can be said to be a final decision of the 
Court after hearing the parties, l^ore a plea can be held to be barred by the 
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principles of res judicata, it miist be shotvn that the plea in question h'ad not only been 
pleaded but it had been heard and finally decided by the Court. A dismissal of 
a suit for default of the plaintifi’, wc think, would not operate as res judicata against 
a plaintiflT in a subsequent suit on the same cause of action. If it was otherwise there 
was no need for the Legislature to enact rule 9, Order g, Civil Procedure Code, 
which in specific terms says that "where a suit is ivhoUy or partly dismissed under 
rule 8, the plaintiff shall be precluded from bringing a fresh -suit in respect of the 
same cause of action. The contention that the dismissal of a previous suit for default 
of the plaintiffs operates as res judicata in a subsequent suit in respect of the same 
claim was repelled by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council in Maharaja, 
Radka Parshad Singh v. Lai Sahah Rat end others^. Therein the Judicial Committee 
observed thus: 

“ None of the questions, cither of fact or law, raised by the pleadings of the' 
parties, was heard or determined by the Judge of the Sh^abad Court in i88r; 
and his decree disinissing the suit does not constitute res judicata within the meaning 
of the Civil Procedure Code. It must full within one or other of the sections of 
Chapter VII of the Code; in the present case it is immaterial to consider which, 
the severest penalty attached to such dismissal in any case being that the plaintiff 
cannot bring another suit for the same relief.” 

Prom this decision it Is clear that the Judicial Committee opined that before a 
plea can be held to be bai^d by res judicata that plea must have been heard and 
determined by the Court. Only a decision by a Court could be res Judicata, whether 
it be statutory under section ii. Civil Procedure Code or constructive as a matter 
of public policy on which the entire doctrine rests. Before an eailier decision can 
be considered as res judicata the same must have been heard and finally decided — > 
see Palvearthi Venkata Suhba Rao v. Valluri Jagannadha Rao and others^. 

The Courts in India have generally taken the view that an execution petition 
svhich has been dismissed for the default of the decree-holder though by the time ' 
that petition came to be dismissed, the judgment-debtor had resisted the execution 
on one or more grounds, does not bar the further execution of the decree in pursu- 
ance of fresh execution petitions filed in accordance with law — see Lakshmibai Anant 
Kondkar v. Raaji Bhikaji JCondkar^, Even the dismissal for default of objections raised 
under section 47, Civil Procedure Code, does not operate as res judicata when the 
same objections are raised again In th** course of the execution-^— see Bahir Das 
Pal and another v. Girisk Chandrh PaV; Bhagwati Prasad Sah v. Radha Kishun Sah and 
others^', Jethmal and others v. Mst. Sakina^; Bishwanalh Kundu v. Smt. Subala Dassi’’. 
We do not think that the decision in Ramnarain v. Basudeo^, ori which the learned 
Counsel for the appellant placed great deal of reliance is correctly decided. Hence- 
we agree %vlth the High Court that the plea of res judicata advanced by the appellant 
is unsustainable. 

The next question is svhether the execution is barred under the provisions 
of the Act. The contention of the judgment-debtors is that is so barred where as 
according to the appellants as the Bakasht lands which form part of the mortgaged 
property had not vested in the State, the execution can, proceed against those lands. 
Therefore we have to see whether the entire mortgaged propei^ty had vested in 
the State in pursuance of the notification under section 3 or only the mortgaged 
property minus the Bakasht lands. 

There is no dispute that the property -mortgaged was an Estate within the 
meaning of section 2 (z) and notification issued under section 3 covered the entirety 
of the Estate. -But what was urged on behalf of the appellants is that rvhat had 
vested in the State was the non-bakasht lands as reeU as the proprietory interest in 
the Bakasht lands and hence the Bakasht lands do not have the protection of 

r. dr. (i8go) 17 I.A. 150. 

2. {1964) 2 S.e.R. 310. U 
3- (1929I 31 Bom. L.R. 400. 

' 4. A.I,It. 1923 Cal. 287. 


5. A.r.R. 1950 Pat. 354. 

6. .A.I.R. igSt Raj. 59. 

7. A.I.R. 1962 Cal. 272. 

'8. (1946) I,L.R. 25 Pat, 595. '- 
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section 4 (d); Consequently it is not necessary for them to cjicimivciy proceed xmder 
section 14. ' 

The consequences of the vesting of an Estate is set out in section 4. Section 
4 (a) provides that once an Estate vests Jh the State the various rights in respect of 
that Estate enumerated therein shall also vest in the State, absolutely free from all_ 
encumbrances. Among the rights enumerated therein undoubtedly includes the 
right of possession. In view of section 4 (a) there is hardly any" doubt that the 
proprietor losw all Ids rights in tlic estate in question. ' After setting out the \arious 
interests lost by the proprietor that section proceeds to say ‘t such proprietor or 
tenure-holder shall cease to have any interests in such estate or tenure, other than 
tire interests expressly saved by or under the provisions of this Act.” In order to 
find out the implication of the clause extracted above ve have to go to section 6 
which provides that on and from the date of vesting all lands used for agriculture 
or horticultural piuposcs which rvere in Ichas possession of an intermediary on the 
date of vesting (including certain classes ofland specified in that section) -hall subject 
to the provisions of sections y-A and B be deemed to be settled by the State with 
such intermediary and he shall, be entitled to retain possession thereof and hold the 
as a raiyat under the State having occupancy rights in respect of such lands, subject 
to the payment of such fair and equitable rent as may be determined by the Ck)llcc- 
tor in the prescribed marmer. 

■ Reading sections 3, 4 and 6 together, itfollot\"s that all Estates notified under 
section 3 vest in the State free of all encumbrances. The quondam proprietors 
and tenure-holders of those Estates loose all interests in those Estates. As pro- 
prietors they retain no interest in respect of them rvhatsocver. But in respect of the 
lands enumerated in section 6 the State settled on th( m the rights of raij ats. Though 
in fact the vesting of the Estates and the deemed settlement ofraiyats rights in mspcct 
of certain classes of lands included in the Estates took place simultaneously, in law 
the two must be treated as ‘difierent transactioiis; first there was a vesting ol the 
Estates in the State absolutely, and free of all encumbrances. Then folloircd the 
deemed settlement by the State of raiyat’s rights on the quondam proprietors. 
Therefore in law it W'ould not be correct to' say that what vested in the State are 
only those interests not coming within sectioti 6. 

Section 4 (d) provides that “ no suit shall He in any civil Court for the recovery 
of any money due from such proprietor (proprietor rvhose estate has \-estcd in the 
State) or tenure-holder the payment of which is secured by a mortgage of, or is a 
charge on, such estate or tenure and all suits and proceedings for the recovery’ of 
of any such money which may be pending on the date of vesting shall he dropped.” 
Proceedings in this section undoubtedly include execution proceedings, lliis is 
not a case w'here only a part of the mortgaged property has vested in the State and 
as such the rule laid dowm by this Court in Haj Kuhore v. Ram Prat apt, is not attracted. 
As mentioned earlier the entire Estate mortgaged had vested though some interest 
in respect of a portion of the mortgaged property had been settled by the State on 
the mortgagors. . . . 

Under the circumstances the only remedy open to the decree-holders is that 
provided in Chapter IV of the Act i.e., a claim under section 14 before the Claims 
Officer for “ determining the amount of debt legally and justly paj-ablc to each 
creditor in respect of his claim.” The procedure to be folloeeed in such a proceed- 
ing is prescribed in sections 15 to 18. Provisions relating to the assessment and 
payment of compensation payable to the quondam proprietor and tenure-holders 
are found in Chapter V of the Act (sections ig to 31). Section 24 (5) provides that 
“ in the case ■where the interest of a proprietor or tenure-holder is subject to a mort- 
gage or charge, tlic compensation shall be first payable to the creditor holding such 
mortgage or charge and the balance, if any, shall be payable to the proprietor or 

tenure-holder concerned ” That sub-scction further prescribes the maximum 

amount tirat can be paid to such a creditor. 

1. (1967) 2 S.e.R. 56 : (1968) I S.C.J. 75 : A.I.R. 1967 S.C. 801. 
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In view of what has been stated above it follows’ that under the circumstances 
of this case it is not open to the appellants to proceed uath the execution. Their 
only remedy is to get compensation under the Act. 

Our conclusion receives strong support from some of the decisions of this Court. 
In Rana Sheo Ambar Singh v, Allahabad Banh Ltd., Allahabad^, a question identical 
to the one before us, but arising under the U. P, Zamindari Abolition and Land 
Reforms Act, came up for consideration by this Court. One of the questions that 
arose for decision in that case rvas whether the Bhumidari right settled by the State 
on a pre\’ious proprietor whose estate had v^ted in the State was liable to be pro- 
ceeded against in execution of a mortgage decree against the Estate that had vested 
in the State. This Court held that it svas not liable to be proceeded against. 
Therein it was ruled that the intention of the U.P. Zamindari Abolition and Land 
Reforms Act was to vest the proprietary rights in the Sir and Khudkasht land 
and grove land in the State and resettle on intermediary not as compensation but 
by virtue of his cultivatory possession of lands comprised therein and on a new 
tenure and confer upon the intermediary a nctv and special right of Bhumidari, 
yehich he never had before by section i8 of the Act. The provisions in that Act 
relating to vesting and settlement of Bhumidari rights are in all essential particulars 
similar to those in the Act relating to vesting and settlement of Bakasht lands. This 
Court further niled in that case that the mortgagee cordd only enforce his rights 
against the mortgagor in the maimer as provided in section 6 (A) of the U. P. 
Act read with section 73 of the Transfer of Property Act and follow the compensation 
money under the Act. 

In Krishna Prasad and others v. Gauri Kamari Deoi~,'the question that arose for 
decision by the Court was whether a mortgage decree-holder could proceed against 
the properties of the mortgagor other than those mortgaged in enforcement of the 
personal covenant tvhen the property mortgaged had vested in the State under 
the provisions of the Act. That question v/as answered in the negative. In the 
course of the judgment Gajendragadkar, J., (as the then was) who spoke for the 
Court obscnxd that there is no doubt “ that the scheme of the Act postulates that 
where the provisions of the Act apply, claims of the creditors have to be submitted 
before the Claims Officer, the claimants have to follow the procedure prescribed 
by the Act and cannot avail of any remedy outside the Act by instituting suit or any 
other proceeding in the Court of ordinary civil jurisdiction.” Proceeding further 
he observed: 

“ It is in the light of this'seheine of the Act that we must refer to section 4 (a) 

' and determine what is true scope and cliect are. ' Ivir. Jha contends that in cons- 
truing the words of section 4 (d) it would be necessary to bear in mind the object 
of the Act which was merely to provide for the transference to the State of the 
interests of the proprietors and tenure-holders in land and of the' mortgagees 
and lessees of such interests. It was not the object of the Act, sajrX Mr. Jha, 
to extinguish debts due by the proprietors or tenure-holders and so, it would^ be 
reasonable to confine the operation of section 4 (d) only to the claims made against 
the estates ^\’hich have vested in the State and no others. In our opinion, this 
argument proceeds on an imperfect view of the aim and object of the Act. It is 
true that one of the objects of the Act was to provide for the transference to the 
State of the estates as specified. But as we have already seen, the provisions^ con- 
tained in section ifiinrcgard to the scaling doum of the debts due by the proprietors 
and tenure-holders dearly indicate that another object which the Act svanted to 
achieve was to give some redress to the debtors whose estates have been taken 
aivay from them by the notifications issued under section 3. Therefore, in con- 
struing section 4 (d), it would not be right to ^sume that the interests of the 
debtors affected by the provisions of the Act do not fall within the protection of 
ffie Act ” 

and again at page 578. 

I- (i962')2S.C.R.44i : {1962) i S.C.J. 679. ‘ S.G. 1464. 

2. (1962) 3 S.e.R. (Supp.) 564: A. 1 .^ 1962 

S C J — 14 
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“ Having regard to the said scheme, it is difficult to confine the application of 
section 4 (d) only to execution proceedings in \vhich the decree-holder seeks to 
proceed against the estate of the dchtor. In fact, an execution proceeding to 
recover the decretal amoimt from the estate svhich has already vested in the 
State, would be incompetent because the said estate no longer belong to the 
judgment-debtor.” 

Summarising the effect of the aforementioned decisions this is what this Court 
observed in Raj JCtshore's case a case arising under the Act ; 

“ From the principles laid doum by this Court in the above two decisions, it 
follows that where the whole of the property' mortgaged is an estate, there can 
be no doubt that the procedure prescribed by Cliapter IV has to be foUo'wed, in 
order that the amount due to the creditor should be detennined by the claims 
officer and the decision of the Claims Officer or tire Board has been made final 
by the Act.” 

For the reasons mentioned earlier we are of the opinion that the decision of 
tire majority' of tlie judges in the Full Bench decision in Sidkesaivar Prashad Singh v. 
Ram Saroop Singh- is not correct. The true effect of the decisions of this Courts 
in Ram Shea Ambar Singh’s case^, and Krishna Prasad’s case*, is as explained by 
Kamla Saliai, J., in that case. 

In tlie result this appeal fails and it is dismissed svith costs. 

V.M.K. — Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREhtE COURT OF INDIA. 

(Chdl Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present:— J. M. Shelat and V. Bhargava, JJ. 

Arati Paul • • Appellant* 

V. 

The Registrar, Original Side, High Court, Calcutta and others . . Respondents. 

Calcutta High Court Rules — Twr suits, one of which is a Partition suit, referred to the sole 
arbitration cifler Presiding _ judge, extra, cursum curiae — Presiding Judge Passing 
a Preliminary decree — Whether such an order is an order of an arbitrator or decree by a 
Court — Registrar on the original side whether can be restrained from keeping the Judg- 
ment on the record of the suit. 

The follorsdng agreement tvas put fonrard before tlie Court referring the dispute 
- in both the suits to the sole arbitration of the Presiding Judge, ‘'extra cursum curiae.’ 
“It is recorded that all the parties consent to this Tasta. Suit as well as Partition 
suit being Suit No, 1045 ^957 ^*^d all the disputes involved in these two matters 

be settled and referred to the sole arbitration of the Honble Mr.Justice P.G.Mallick 
and the parties agree to abide by any decision that trill be given and no evidence 
need be taken except or to tvhat his Lordship might desire and the evidence 
need not be recorded in any formal manner. Parties agree that his Lordships 
would have all the summaiy^ Powers including the pwwer to devide and Partition 
the Properties and to make such decrees as his Lordship thinks fit and Proper 
and for the purpose of partition if necessart’’ to engage or apjroint surveyors and 
Commissioner as his Lordship tliinks best. 

It is recorded that all parties have referred this matter to the learned Judge in 
^vhat is knotsTi as extra cursum curiae Jurisdiction of titis Court. 

It is further recorded tliat all parties agree that they will not prefer any appeal 
from or against the decree or order that may be passed by his Ifordship” the 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice Mallick, Construing this agreement held that in a case like 
the Present, svherc the arbitration agreement envisages that the Presid ing Officer 

t (1968) t S.C.J. 75 3 - 0962) I S.CJ. 679. 

2. (19S3) B.L.J.R- 802 : A.I.R. 1963 Tat. 4, A.I.R. 1962 S.C. 1464. 

•C.A. No. 745 of 1966. - toth March, iQGg. 
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after Court sliould hiinself act as an arbitrator, he, in such circumstances, will 
ob\'iously occupy a dual capicity. He will be both an arbitrator to decide the 
matters referred to him by &e agreement of the Parties, and a Court before which 
the suit continues to remain pending having Jurisdiction to deal rvdth the suit in 
. accordance with the provisions of the arbitration Act. The actual order passed by 
Justice Afallick also mates it clear that, in passing that order, be purported 
to act as the Court deciding the suit and not as the arbitrator to whom some matters 
in dispute were referred by the parties. At the beginning of the order, Mallict, J. 
described himself as the “ Court.” WTren mating the operative order, he used 
the follo^ving language “in the result, for the present, I will pass a preliminary 
decree as imder,” on the face of it, w'hen he passed this order, he acted as a 
-judge seized of the suit who alone uns competent- to pass - in preliminary decree 
in the suit. Consequently, the submission that the order made by Mallict, J., should 
be held to be an arvard of an arbitrator pure and simple and not a decree by a 
Court TS'as not accepted. , 

The sole relief claimed before the High Court was the issue of a writ of manda- 
mus directing the Registrar on the original side to , recall, cancel and withdraw 
this order and to taie it off the record, on the ground that it was an award and 
not a judgment after Court. Since it has been held that it wns a judgment of 
the Court, the Registrar on the original side, under the Rules of the Calcutta 
High Court, \vzs bound to file it on record and retain it there. The appellant 
could have sought appropriate remedy to hatdng that judgment vacated and, if 
such a remedy had been sought against that Judgment, directly, the question 
whether it ivas a good judgment and should be retained on the record or not 
could have been appropriately decided. . The remedy sought by the appellant 
ofseetinga tmt to restrain the Registrar on the original side from iceping the 
Judgment on the record of the suit could not Possibly be allowed, •while the 
Judgment stood and "vs-as not -vacated. 

Appcal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated the i8th 
Pebruary-, 1965 of the Calcutta High Court in Appeal from Original Order No. 226 
of 1964. 

■ M. C. Chagla, Senior Advocate {p.K. Mukerjee and P. K. Sen, Advocate, 
with him), for Appellant. • , • 

B. Sen, Senior Advocate,- (S. C. Mazumdar, Ad^Trcate, and G. S. Chatterjee, 
Advocate for Sttkumar Bam, Advocate with him), for Respondent-Nos. r and 2. 

K. X. Gonoanti and S. X. Mukajee, Advocates, for Respondent Nos. 3 and 4. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Bhargai'a, J. — This appeal, by Special Leave, is directed against a judgment of 
the Appdlate Bench of the High Comrt of Calcutta, dated i8th February,^ t9®5> 
dismissing an appeal against an order of a single Judge by which he dismissed a 
petition tmder Article -226 of the Constitution on 26th August, 1964. The Tacts 
leading up to this litigation are that one Shrish Chandra Paul died in the year 193^5 
lea\*ing behind his widdtv Pramila Sundari, his daughter Arati, and 4 sons Balai, 
Kanai, Nctai and Gour. In the year 1945, Nctai died leaving his mother Pramila 
Srmdari as his sole heiress. On 27th September, 1946, a deed of gift in respect 
of two premises Nos. 60/1 1 and 60/12 in Gour Beria Lane '\^'as executed by Pramila 
Sundari in favour of her three sons Balai, Kanai and Gour. On i8th Alarch, 
1952, there was an agreement for partition betrveen Pramila Sundari and her three 
sons Balai, Kanai and Gour, by 'tvhich the joint estate left by Shrish Chandra Pa'ul 
w-as partitioned into four lots and a small portion of the property was left joint. On 
tSth June, 1957, Pramila Sundari instituted Suit No. 1045 of 1957 against Balai, 
R^nai and Gour for a declaration that the deed of gift and the agreement of parti- 
tion \vere void and inopefatH'e, and for a 'fresh declaration of the shares of the 
parties and partition of the joint properties. In this smt, Arati was also impleaded 
^ a defendant. On 26th August, 1957, Pramila Sundari executed a will bequeath- 
ing her entire estate absolutely to Arati Paul and Gour in equal shares. On 13th 
January, 1958, Pr^ila Sundari died, and cbmequcntly, on 12th December,. 1958, 
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and order was made in Suit No. 104.5 of 1957 transposing Arati Paul as the plaintiff. 
On 3rd February,^ igOOj Arati Paul applied in the Calcutta High Court for grant 
of ^tters of Administration, with a copy of the tvdll of Pramila Sundari annexed. 
Tliis testamentarj' proceeding was contested and was marked in the year 1962 
as Testamentary Suit No. 12 of 1962. On 17th December, 1962, the Testamentary 
Suit No. 12 of 1962 and the Partition Suit No. 1045 of 1957 appeared in the peremptory 
list of Mallick, J., and the Testamentary Suit was partly heard. On 2nd and 3rd 
Januarj", 1963, there was further hearing'in the testamentary' suit. On 4th January, 
i9®3> 3.n agreement was put forward before Mallick, J., referring the dispute in 
both the suits to dte sole arbitration of Mallick, J., exlra cursum curiae. Since this 
reference is of importance, we may quote it in foil 

“ It is recorded that all tlrc parties consent to this Tasta. Suit as well as the 
partition Suit being Suit No. 1045 of 1957 and all the disputes involved in these 
two matters be settled and referred to the sole arbitration of the Hon'ble hfo. 
Justice P. C. Mallick and the parties agreed to abide by' any' decision that u’iU 
be given and no evidence need be taken except or to what his Lordship might 
desire and the evidence need not be recorded in any formal manner. Parties 
agree that his Lordship would have all the summary powers including the poteer 
to divide and partition the properties and to make such decrees as his Lordship 
thinks fit and proper and for the purpose of partition if necessary' to engage or 
appoint Surveyors and Commissioners as his Lordship thinks best. 

It is recorded that all the parties have referred this matter to the Learned Judge 
in what is known as extra cursum curiae jurisdiction of this Court. 

It is further recorded that all parties agree that they "will not prefer any appeal 
from or against the decree or order that may be passed by his Lordship the 
Hon’ble Mr. Justice Mallick.” 

When this note tvas recorded, all the parties to the tsvo proceedings were 
represented through their Counsel. In pmsuance of this agreement, M^ick, 
J., passed an order in Suit No. 1045 of r957on rst April, 1963. It may be mentioned 
that the main dispute in the present case is whether this order of Mallick, J., in this 
partition suit amounts to an award or a judgment in a suit. On the same day, by' a 
separate order, he also granted Letters of Administration in the testamentary Suit. 
On 5th April, 1963, Arati Paul filed an objection to the recording of this order as a 
judgment. On 4th May', 1963, drafts of decrees draiTO up in terms of tliat order 
ivere issued. On 13th May, 1963, Arati Paul applied for change of her .Attorney, in 
the partition Suit No. 1045 of 1957- On 17th May, 1963, the order of Mallick, J., 
dated ist April, 1963 was filed on the record of Suit No. 1045 of 1957 as a judgment. 
On 24th July, 1 963, the application of Arati Paul for change of Attorney was allo\ccd. 
Thereafter, on 2 otlr August, 1963, Arati Paul presented a Letter of Demand to the 
Registrar of the Original Side of the High Court to recall, cancel and withdraw the 
filing of the order of Mallick, J., dated ist April, 1963 from the record of the suit and 
to take it off the file of that suit. 

Failing to get any response, Arati Paul, on 4th September, 1963, presented a 
petition under Article 226 of the Constitution praying for issue of a tsrit in the nature 
of mandamus directing the Registrar of the High Court on the Original Side to 
forthwith recall, cancel and svithdraw the filing of the said pretended Atvard (that 
is how the order of Mallick, J., tvas described in this petition), dated ist April. 1963 
as a judgment in the said SuitNo. 1045 of ^^57 ^s part of the records of the said suit, 
and another writ of mandamus directing the Registrar of tlic High Court to forthtsnth 
tak'' off the said pretended Atvard, dated ist April, 1963 from foe file and/or records 
of the said Suit No. 1045 of 1957. In this petition, apart from the Registrar of the 
High Court on the Original Side, Balai, Kanai and Gfour were also impleaded as 
opposite pa.Ttics. This petition under Article 226 of the Constitution ts’as numbered 
as Matter No. 366 of 1963 and was summarily rejected by' Bancijcc. J., on 5th 
September, 1963. On i6fo September, 1963, Appeal No. 228 of 1963 teas enter- 
tained against this judgment under the Letters Patent, but an application presented 
for an interim injunction restraining the Registrar fiom taking any steps pinsuant 
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to the judgment of Mallick, J., dated ist April, 1963 pending disposal of the appeal 
was rejected. On 27th November, 1963, Arati Paul obtained Special Leave to appeal 
from this Court against the refusal of the interim injunction by the interlocutory 
order, dated i6th S-.ptember, 1963. While this appeal was still pending in this Court, 
the Appellate Bench of the High Court, on 28th April, 1964, aUoivcd Appeal No. 228 
of 1963, directed issued of a Rule in Matter No. 366 of 1963, and ordered stay of all 
proceedings pursuant to the order of Mallick, J,, dated ist April, 1963, tiU the final 
disposal of the Rule. Sinee thclappeal in this Court had become infructuous, it was not 
prosecuted and was dismissed for non-prosecution on 29th April, 1964. On loth 
June,' 1 964, two of the parties Kanai and Balai took out a notice of motion for revoca- 
tion of Letters of Administration which had been granted to Arati Paul by the order 
of Mallick, J., dated 1st April, 1963 in the Testamentary Suit. This notice was 
returnable on 15th June, 1964. jMatter No. 366 of 1963, having been remanded 
by the Apellate Bench, appeared for final hearing before Sinha,J., on I5tb July, 
1964, but it directed to go out of the list as an objection was taken on behalf of 
Kanai and Balai to the matter being taken up by him on the ground that he was a' 
member of the Appellate Bench rvhich had directed issue of the Rule in that 
Matter. On i6tb July, 19643 this Matter No. 366 of 1963 was mentioned before 
the Chief Justice for being assigned to some other Judge, rehen a direction %ras 
made by the Chief Justice that a letter should be witten by the party concerned to 
his Secretary. On 27th July, 1964, the Notice of Motion taken out by Kanai and 
Balai for revocation of Letters of Administration was partly heard by Mallick, J., 
who recorded the following minutes : — 

“Part Head. The Rule issued by the Appeal Court in Matter No. 366 of 1963 
in the matter of Arati Paul v. Registrar, O.F., appears to be intimately connected 
•with the application that is notv pending before me. I direct that this matter 
with the said Matter No. 366 be placed before the Hon’ble C. J., for proper deter- 
mination. Let this matter along with the matters appear day after tomorrow 
when,! shall give directions. Interim Order to continue except that Arati Paul 
will collect Knt.” 

It appears that, simultaneously with these proceedings, an application for taking pro- 
ceedings for Contempt of Court were also pending before him in this connection. 
Hearing in Matter No. 366 of 1963 was concluded on 12th August, 1964, and then 
an order '^vas made that this Matter as well as the proceedings relating to Notice 
of Motion for revocation of the Letters of Administration- and the application for 
taking proceedings for contempt should appear in the list for judgment one after the 
other. On 26th August, 1964, Mallick, J., passed an order discharging the Rule in 
Matter No. 366 of 1963 as well as dismissing the other two applications. Subse- 
quently, on 1st September, 1964, the preliminary decree dra-wn up on the basis of 
the order of Mallick, J., dated ist April, 1963 in Partition Suit No. 1045 of i957 
wassigned by him, and on 3rd September, 1964, the decree was filed. On 21st 
September, 1964, Arati Paul filed Appeal No. 226 of 1964'challenging the order, dated 
26th August, 1964, passed by Mallick, J., dismissing Matter No. 366 of 1963. The 
appeal ■\vas dismissed by the Appellate Bench of the High Court on 18th February, 
1965 and the order of the High Court in the appeal was filed on i6th Mardi, 1965. 
Arati Paul then applied for a certificate under Article 133 (i) of the Constitution 
for Leave to appeal to this Court. That ha-ving been refused, she obtained Special 
Leave from this Court and has no'sv come up in this appeal challenging the confir- 
mation by the Appellate Bench of the order of dismissal of Matter No. 366 of 1963. 

The prayer in the nxit petition (Matter No. 366 of 1963) has been pressed before 
us by Mr. Chagla on behalf of the appellant on the sole ground that the order of 
Mallick, J., datf d ist April, 1963 was in the nature of an ais-ard made by an arbitra- 
tor and not a judgment in the partition suit, so that the appellant was entitled to 
obtain a wit for its recall, caifcclIa,tion and ^\'it^.drawaI and for taking it off the 
record of the suit. B< ing a mere award of an arbitrator, it could not be treated 
as a judgmrnt in the suit, nor could a decree be drawn up on its basis. On br half of 
the respondents, other than the Registrar of the High Court on the Original Side, 
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Mr. Goswami has argued that, even though, under the agreement, dated 4th January, 
1963 Mallick, J., was requested to act extra cursum curiae and the suit was left to his 
arbitration, he, in fact, when passing the order, dated ist April, 1963, acted as a Court 
and pa^cd a preliminary decree. According to him, a preliminary decree in a suit 
for partition can only be passed by a Court and not be an arbitrator when giving an 
award in the dispute referred to him. He has, therefore urged that the Registrar, 
was right in filing tliat order on the record of Suit No. 1045 of 1957 as a judgment, 
and no writ of mandamus can be issued to him to recall, cancel or withdraw it or 
take it off the record. Learned Counsel for the Registrar also urged that all tliat 
the Registrar did was to file the order of Mallick, J., in accordance with the Rules 
of Court, because it was a judgment passing a preliminary decree in tire suit, so 
that the appellant was not entitled to the wit of mandamus sought in Matter No. 366 
of 1963. 

Mr. Chagla, in support of his argument, relied primarily on trro decisions of 
Courts in England and on tire principle enunciated by Russell in his book on “ The 
Law of Arbitration ”, 1 7 th Edition. In tliis book at page 1 1 7, Russell has enunciated 
the principle as follorvs : — ■ 

“ The subject-matter of an action may be referred to a judge as arbitrator. 
The judge in sudr a case wiU, if such is the intention of the parties, be merely an 
arbitrator and have no speciaTpowers by virtue of the fact that be is a judgment 
and his award will not be subject to appeal.” 

After laying down this principle, Russell goes on to elaborate it in the subsequent 
notes ■with reference to some decision, and one of these principles enunciated is : 

“ When, with the consent of both parties, a judge deviates fium the regular 
course of procedure of the Court, he' ceases to act judicially and becomes an 
arbitrator, whose decision is subject to no appeal.” 

In support of this last proposition, Russell has quoted the decisions in Btckell v. 
Morris^ and Waite v. Buccleuch {Duke) % We examined the decisions in these tss’o 
cases, but could not find any specific statement in them that the decision given by a 
Judge on'deviation from tire regular course of procedure of the Court has to be 
held to be an award, tliough it was held in both cases that it srould not be subject 
to an appeal. 

The principal case on which reliance is placed on behalf of the appellant is tlie 
decision of the House of Lords in Robert Murray Burgess v. ’Andrew Morton^. In tliat 
case, a suit was first brought for recovery of a certain amount and the cause vus set 
doivn for trial before tlie Lord Chief Justice, when there being no likelihood of its 
being reached, tlie parties, with the consent of the learned judge, agreed to is'itlidraw 
it from trial, and to state a special case for the decision of die Court. It was held by 
the House of Lords that the special case so stated did not raise directly any question 
of law and its decision only depended on questions of fact, so that the statement of 
the special case did notconfer jurisdiction on die Court to deal widi it as sudi. The 
learned Judges of the Divisional Court seized of the . special case pointed out die 
incompetency and inexpediency of trjnng such a question by means of a special 
case, but expressed their willingness to do die best they could to decide it, if the parties 
desired them to do so, and on thatfooting, they heard the case and gave judgment. 

On appeal, the Court of Appeal reversed diat judgment. Hiis judgmrnt of the 
Court of Appeal is'as brought up before tlie House of Lords ivhicli had to consider 
the nature of the judgment given by the Divisional Court. Lord Watson in his 
speech held : — 

“ There are several decisions of this House, in cases coming from Scotland, 
which appear to me to affirm that die judgment of a Court below, pronounced 
extra cursum curiae, is in the nature of an arbiter’s award, and that, as a general 
rule at least, no appeal from it will lie. An appeal was held, on that ground, to be 


I. 

s. 


(1866) L-K- I H.L, Sc, 47, 
(1866) L.R. 1 H.L. Sc. 70. 


3. (1836) A.C. (H.L.) 136. 
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incompetent in Dudgeon v. TTiomson‘,3Xid Aiagistrates of Renfrew v 

Hoby.^^\ ' ' ' 

Lord Siiand also expressed a similar view, taking note of the fact that, as soon as it 
became apparent to the learned Judges of the Divisional Court that the special case 
raised only a question of fact for their determination, they would have been warranted 
ed in declining to give judgment on it. It was apparent that the learned Judge 
yielded to the entreaties of both parties in entertaining and disposing of the case ; 
and,’ on this basis, expressed his opinion as follows : — • 

“ I agree in thinking that the proceeding was fj:tracnrnu7i curiae, and that the 
decision of the dispute bet\s-ecn the parties was of the nature of an a-^vard by arbiter 
as, indeed, the learned judges of the Divisional Court seem themselves to have 
thought, as appears not only from the terms of Wills, J.’s judgment, but from 
the observations of both judges when the defendant proposed to appeal.” 

Reliance was also placed on the decision of Goddard, J., in Wyndhem v. 
Jackson^, ' The facts of that case were that the plaintiff issued a writ in the Chancery 
Division claiming an account and payment of aU sums due to her under a contract 
entered into by the plaintiff tvdth the defendants. An order was made in the action 
by consent directing an account and the master, tvho dealt tvith that order, extend- 
ed the ambit of his enquiry beyond the terms of the order at the invitation of both 
parties, gave a decision on a matter tvhich was not covered by the Judge’s order 
for an account, and issued a certificate to the effect that a certain sum was due from 
the defendant to the plaintiff. The question that was raised before Goddard, J., by 
the plaintiff was that she %vas entitled to recover the amount certified by the master, 
on the ground that the certificate was equivalent to an award having been made 
pursuant to an oral submission by Counsel, %vbo asked him to deal with all matters 
in dispute, though not technically covered by the order directing an account. 
Tt was also submitted on her behalf that the minute in the master’s book, indicating 
an order that he was prepared to make on the plaintiff’s application for an order for 
payment, was also an award entitling her, not only to the amount mentioned, but 
also to the costs of the Chancery^ proceedings. After considering the views expressed 
in a number of cases, Goddard, J., held : — 

“ I must take it that it has been finally decided, in a matte beUvecn the parties, 
that the certificate was given extra cursum curiae. Then, as I find it was the result of 
a hearing which both parties requested, and to which they assented, I think it 
falls -ivithin the line of cases, on which the plaintiff relies, and can be enforced as 
an award.” 

This case went up in appeal before the Court of Appeal whose decision is reported 
in Wyndham v. Jackson^. That Court differed from Goddard, J., on the nature of the 
Older made by die master and held that the determination by the master was not a 
final determination and was never intended to be treated as a final arrangement 
between the parties. Th at matter was still to go before the Judge who had made the 
order for account and the master’s certificate could not be binding until it had been 
confirmed by the Judge. The position of the master was held to be exactly analogous 
to the position of an arbitrator to whom the Court may have referred a matter 
to make a report to the Court in order that the Court may give a final decision 
between the parties. On this view, the Appeal Court did not go into the question 
whether the decision given by the master amounted to a decision given extra 
cursum curiae and whether it was enforceable as an award. The award of the master, 
being treated as prot-isional and subject to confirmation by the Judge, could obviously 
not be enforced as such. Thus, the view expressed by Goddard, J., that the deci- 
sion of the master could be enforced as an atvard, if it had been final, was neither 
affirmed nor set aside. 


I. 6B^lls Ap. 308. 4- (1937) 3AII E.R. 677. 
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The eases in India relied upon arc two decision^ of die Bombay and Calcutta 
‘High Courts. In Sqyad !(ain v. Kalahhai Lallubhai'^, before the case came to a re^lar 
hearing before tlie Court of the First Class Subordinate Judge, Surat, the parties as 
as •well as their pleaders signed an application ■vvhiclt ran as follows : — 

“ We ha'vc decided that tire Court should make a settlement of the dispute 
between us according to Chapter XXXVIII of the Civil Procedure Code, and 
we will abide by ■whatever decision the Court may give.” 

We have specially decided that the Court should have full authority to obtain 
information Irom the parties in ■whatever tvay tlie Court may think proper, but 
the parties arc not to produce any evidence except documentary records.” 

The Subordinate Judge, in pursuance of diis agreement, proceeded, to deal witli 
the case and ordered defendant to pay plaintiff a certain sum, ha^vdng dhpensed with 
the requirement of going through tlie formal procedure of rejecting the suit and 
registering their application as a fresh suit, because the parties referred hun to 
the decision in Raoji Trimbak Kagarkar v. Govind Vinaya, J{agarkarK An appeal 
against this decision "vras taken to the High Court of Bombay ■which noted the fact 
that the Subordinate Judge had. referred to the case mentioned above and held:— 

“ The very mention of that erse shows that the parties must have intended that 
tlie decision of the Subordinate Judge as arbitrator should be final. In that case, 
as in this, the parties solemnly agreed by themselves and by thsir pleaders to 
abide by the decision of the Court to be made in a particular w'ay. They can- 
not, therefore, appeal from it.” 

The Court further expressed tlie opinion that ; 

“ The fact tliat the express provisions of Chapter XXXVIII of die 
Procedure Code, were knowdngly - disregarded, shois-s that the proceedings 
were extra cursum curiae, and thus the judgment -of the Subordinate Judge 
was in the nature of an arbitrator’s award, against tvhich an appeal caimot be 
entertained if the competency of the appellate Court is objected to by die party 
holding the judgment. The fact that the Subordinate Judge gave his award m 
the form of a decree ivill not make it a decree from ivhich a regular appeal can 
lie.” 

In Baikanta Kalh Gonaami v. Sila Kalh Goswan i®, after tlie hearing of a suit in _ a 
Munsif Court had commenced and some evidence had been recorded, the parties 
agreed to leave the questions in dispute between them to the determination ol 
the Munsif after he had inspected the locality, and also agreed not to raise any 
objection to the decision so arrived at by the Munsif and to hold themselves bound 
by tlie decision of the Munsif. It was specifically stated in the agreement that 
neither of the parties shall be competent to raise any objection to the decision or 
to prefer an appeal. Acting on this submission, the Munsif made a local inspection 
and passed an order With which tire plaintiffs were not content, so that they applied 
to the Munsif under section 623 of the Civil Procedure Code, 1882, for _a rc^su^y. 
The-Munsif granted the review and passed a second order in modification of his 
first order, and again embodied the order in what purported to be a decree in the 
suit. Against this decree, an appeal was filed by the defendants before the District 
Judge who entertained the appeal and made an order of remand. On second app wi 
the High Court of Calcutta held that the first judgment of the Munsif was in me 
nature of an aw'ard and that it did not lose that character because he cmbodif d 
the operative part of that judgment in w'hat purported to be a decree in the suit. 
He was in fact an arbitrator by the submission of the parties and his decision w"^ 
nn award. It was not open to him to alter that award when made or to revit w' his 
decision. It was further held that no appeal, consequently, lay to tlie District 
Judge against that decision. It is on the basis of tliese cases that it was argued tliat, 
in the present case also, the order made by Mallick, J, should be held by us to be in 


I. (1899') I.L.R. 33 Bom. 752. 
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the nature of an award made by an arbitrator, so that it cannot be treated as a 
decree and filed as such in the partition suit which was pending before him. 

As against these cases cited on behalf of the appellant, our attention has been 
drawn on b.half of the respondents to the views in Halsbury’s Laws of England, 
and to certain decisions of Courts in India. In Halsbury’s Laws of England, 3rd 
Edn., Vol. 2, at page 8 in para. 15, it is stated : — 

“ An arbitration agreement must be an agreement to refer disputes to some 
person or persons other than a Court of competent jurisdiction. In principle 
a judge sitting extra airsum airiaie may sit as arbitrator under an arbitration 
agreement and a reference to a Foreign Comt has been treated as an arbitration 
agreement for the purpose of e.xercising the jurisdiction to grant a stay of proceed- 
ings arising out of the same subject-matter. An agreement that the decision of 
a Judge sitting in Court should be tmappealable is hotvet er, despite the language 
of some of the decisions cited, not an arbitration agreement; the decision, when 
given, is a judgment, not an atvard, and the Judge is not placed in the position 
of an arbitrator.” 

Reliance is placed particularly on the last sentence of the above extract from 
Halsbury’. Latvs of England. 

JxiMtdamarthi Mukkantiv.ThammanaRamayya'^, parties in a suit pending before 
the District Munsif presented a petition under taking that both parties tvould abide 
by the decision of the Court ‘that may be passed, as it thinks just, after perusing 
the documents filed by both parties and all the records in the said suit, and after 
measuring the sites and inspecting the marks, etc., which are thereon. The 
District Munsif ordered accordingly, inspected the site, and found in favour of 
the plaintifi!' and pronounced judgment giving him the order claimed, and granted 
the injunction. It was held by the Madras High Court on appeal that the District 
Munsif acted as arbitrator by consent o'f parties and that, consequently, ho appeal 
lay from his decision which must be looked upon as an award. It’tvas, hotrever, 
added that, as no attempt had been made to attack that ars'ard on any of the 
grounds specified in section 521 of the Civil Procedure Code, the Court must look 
on the decree of the District Munsif as one passed in accordance ^nth the award 
and uphold it as such'. 

In Chinna Veiikatasami Naickeii v. Venkalasami Naicken and another”, in a suit 
for money due upon a mortgage bond, after the examination of some ^vitncsses, 
parties agreed to refer the questions of la%v and fact arising in the case to the decision 
of three persons, viz., the Subordinate Judge and t\vo friends of the parties. An 
asvard was made by the majority. Thereupon, an application was presented by 
the defendants to set aside the'award on various grounds. The Subordinate Judge 
over -ruled the objections and passed a decree in accordance wuth the award. In 
the Revision before’ the Madras High Court, the main groimd taken \yas that the 
reference to the Subordinate Judge as one of the arbitrators ■was illegal and that 
the \s'hole award was vitiated thereby. Seshagiri Ayyar, J., in confirming the 
decree of the Subordinate Judge, held : — ■ 

“ In my opinion, therefore, although the procedure adopted by the Subordinate 
Judge in dealing with the matter as if it was a reference under the Second Schedule 
and as if the provisions of the Code applied wa® wrong, inasmuch as a decree 
passed in terms of the award, the defendant as a party to the reference is 
entided to contest its finality and to request that the case should be heard again.” 

Wallis, C.J. said : — 

“ I think a reference of the suit to the presiding Judge must be held to be 
altogether extra carsum curiae and not the less so tvhen two others arc joined 
w;ith him, and thatjhc^ decree jpassed. in, accordance widr their decision must be 

(1903) I.L.R. 26 Mad. 76. 2. (1919) LLjL 42 Mad. 625 ; 36 .ML:J. 291. 
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regarded as a consent denxie, and as not subject to die provisions of the Second 
Schedule.” 

In J{eii Ve7ikaia Somayajttlu Gant v. AdusttmiUi Venkanna^, in a suit claiming an 
easement of necessity in respect of certain lands, the District Munsif, at die request 
of the defendant, made a local inspection of die site, tvlicreafter the plaintiff was txa- 
mined-in-cliief and some documents were filed. Thereafter, die parties requested 
the Court to give a decision on die eeadence already on the record and intimated 
diat they proposed to adduce no furdier evidence. The Munsif gave his decision 
partly in favour of die plaintiff and pardy against him. Tlie plaintiff appealed to 
die Subordinate Judge tvho dismissed die appeal, holding it to be barred by reason 
of the joint statement given by die parties be fore die Munsif. On further appeal 
the High Court of Madras held diat, although die proceeding was not extra cursmi 
curiae, die right of appeal -was nevcrdieless barred by reason of the special agreement. 

In JC. P. Dalai V. R. S. Jmnadar-, in an application irgistsrcd as a suit for 
ejectment from a premises, the Judge trying the suit, at die first hearing of die suit, 
after pleadings of parties Itad been put in, enquired of the Advocates of the parties 
as to whether diey ivanted a formal trial or whedier diey \rere prepared to leave 
die matter to him to be summarily decided as an arbitrator after hearing the lespec- 
tive Advocates and inspecting die premises. Bodi die Advocates agreed to die 
learned Judge hearing the facts from them and after inspection of the' premises 
by the Court^ to submit to Ids decision as suggested. Tliereafter, die Judge inspected 
the premises and ultimately, on a furdier agreement by bodi parties diat die matters 
in dispute should be decided by die Judge as an arbitrator, he gave his decision. 
When the case came up in revision before die Bombay High Court, die learned 
Judge of that Court referred to the quotations from Halsbury’s Lairs of England and 
Russell on Arbitration which ire have noticed earlier, and expressed his opinion 
that he did not think that .tiiose obscn’ations necessarily meant diat die Judge 
ceased to be a Judge and became a pure arbitrator in the sense that he could refer 
the dispute to himself and also remit the a\\-ard to himself. The order of die trial 
Judge dismissing the application and making no order as to costs iras upheld on 
the view that the trialjudge had not lost his' capacity as a Judge and had not become 
a pure arbitrator governed by the Arbitration Act and, therefore, the provisions of 
that Act -would not apply to him. So that die order passed by the trial Judge was 
correct. 

In Baijualh v. Dhani Ram^, a suit for declaration removal of certain encroacli- 
ments, and a perpetual injunction came for trial before the Munsif where die 
parties agreed that the Munsif should decide die case on inspection of die docu- 
ments filed by the parties and on inspection of die locality. Tliey furtlur agreed 
to accept the decision of the Munsif. Tlie Munsif t\Tote a judgment and decreed 
the suit in part. There teas an appeal to the District Judge whicli was dismissed 
and the second appeal came before die High Court of AUtdiabad which teas also 
dismissed. ^Vhile the appeal before die District Judge was pending, an application 
for review of judgment was also presented before die Munsif. In disposing of 
this application, die Munsif held diat he was an arbitrator and diat his decision 
teas binding on the parties, so that an application for revictv did not lie as there teas 
no sufficient cause for review. This order was again taken up in Revision - before 
the High Court, and die question arose whedier the Munsif could not entertain 
the application for review because he was an arbitrator. The Court held : — 

“ The Munsif, in accepting the position of an aibitrator.had a tvs-ofold capacity. 
He -was an arbitrator, but he was also die Court. If die arbitrator left any- 
thing undecided, the parties ivould be entitled to go to die Court and to ask the 
Court to remit die airard to the arbitrator. Tlie fact that the two capacities 
were constituted in the same person should not deprive a party of his right 
. of having matters- set right.” 

TT ■ (i§3^TX.Rl slTHaSr (igeg) I.L.Rl 51 All. 103, 
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On this the Court was of the opinion that an application for review lay against 
tlte judgment of the Munsif, allowed the revision and dirccte d the Munsif to take 
up the application for re\’ie\v afresh and consider it on the merits. 

In Edapalli Kotamma v. Kallapaneni Maitgcmma and others^, in a suit for manda- 
tory injunction directing the defendants to remove certain constructions and for a 
permane nt injunction restraining them from obstructing the flotv of surplus water 
from plaintiff’s land, the parties, after a Commissioner appoint: d to inspect the 
locality had prepared certain plans and submitted his reports, signed and filed a 
memorandum before the District Munsif in the following terms: — 

“ Both parties agreed to abide by the decision of the Honb’Ie Court after per- 
sonal inspection. The parties are not adducing oral evidence. Documentary 
crddence e:an be received.” 

The District Munsif inspected the locality, placed on record a detailed note of the 
physical features of the locality, etc., and, on the basis of Commissioner’s plans 
and reports and his own personal inspection, gave a judgment for the plaintiff’s. 
A decree was also eiratvn up in the usual course. The first defendant preferred an 
appeal which was rejected by the first appellate Court on the ground that it was 
incompetent. In second appeal before the Andhra Pradesh High Court, the question 
arose whether the first appellate Court was right in holding that no appenl lay to 
it from the decree of the trial Court. A learned single Judge of the Andhra Piadesh 
High Gomt difiered from the view expressed in iKidcOTiariai MvkkanlVs case-, and 
held that there could not be a reference to arbitration by the Judge to him; elf. He 
expressed the view by saying: 

“ It would be fantastic to say that in a case like the present, the Court made a 
reference to itself, fixed the time for the'making of the a\rard, stayed its hand till 
the expiry of the time fixed for the submission of the atvard, received the award, 
gave time for objections to the award, heard the objection and, finding no grounds 
for setting aside the ass-ard, pronotmeed judgment in accordance therewith.”" 
Ha went on to hold : — 

“ The Arbitration Act of 1940 makes it clear that a reference to arbitration 
could be made only in accordance with the Act and the procedure presciibed by 
the Act should have been follosvcd before sections 1 7 and 39 of the Act barring 
appeals from decrees on awards, could be invoked. Consequently, the decision 
the trial Court could not be treated as the asvard of an arbitrator and tlxe decree 
that followed, could not be held to be a decree on an award and therefore not 
open to appeal” 

He then proceeded to examine the question whether, there being no statutory 
provisions barring a right of appeal in that case, there was any principle of lasv which 
deprived the parties of the right of appeal. He noted the fact that, in that case, 
there was no express agreement not to appeal; but the conp-oversy turned on the 
question whether, by Aeir conduct, the parties should be deemed to have givxn 
up their right of appeal and whether the waiver of the right of appeal should be 
implied from the terms of the agreement between the parties. The Icrancd Judge 
held that there had been no svaiver ofithe right of appeal, so that the appeal before 
the first appellate Court ■ssns competent. Tlie order dismissing that appeal rvas 
set aside and the case was remanded for a decision of the appeal on merits. 

Reference may' also be made to a decision of the Privy Council in Pisani v. 
AUom^'-General of Gibraltar^. In that case, the Grov'n claimed certain lands as 
escheated for want of heirs of the deceased owner. - The defendants to the action 
rv'erc -a purchaser from that owner, a person' who claimed that the purchaser was only 
a tiustec for him, and certain legatees and beneficiaries under a will of the deceased. 
During the course of trial, it became evident that the title of the Crown by escheat 
was xmsustalnable, but, instead of dismissing the suit, the Court, with the consent 

1. (1956) Aji.W.R. 517: A.T.R.-I957 A.P. - 2. {1903) I.L.R: 26 Mad. 76, 
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of tlie parlies, allowed an amendment of die pleadings by the addition of a prayer 
diat die rights of the several defendants might be ascertained and declared by the 
decree of die Court. The Court dicn enquired into die rival claims of the defendants, 
and declared their respective rights. One of the defendants preferred an appeal 
from die judgment to the Pri\y Council and a preliminary objection -vras taken to 
the competency of ihe appeal. The Judicial Committee of the Privy' Council held 
that, though the amendment of the pleadings in the Court belosv could not have 
been made except by a consent of parties and though the Court below had been 
invited by the rival claimants to adjudicate upon their rights inler se, there ivas no 
stipulation diat the right of appeal should be given up. The parties did not con- 
template that the Judge was to hear the cause otherwise than as a Judge or that die 
litigation was not to go on subject to all the incidents cf a cause regularly heard in 
Court, including an appeal to die Judicial Committee. There was nothing in the 
proceedings suggesting that the parties waii cd their right of appeal. It was in J.is 
context that the Judicial Committee made the following obscrs'ations: — 

“ It is true that there iras a deviation from the ctirsim curiae, but the Court 
had jurisdiction over the subject and the assumption of the duty of another tribu- 
nal is not involved in the question. Departures from ordinary practice by con- 
sent are of every day occunence; but unless there is an attempt to give the Couit 
‘ jurisdiction ivhich it docs not possess, or something occurs which is such a wolent 
strain upc-n its procedure that it puts it entirely out of its course, so tfaat-a Cou.t 
■of appeal cannot propedy review the decision, such departures have nev'cr been 
held to deprive eidier of the parties of the right of appeal” 

The Privy Council added that it sv'as wong to regard the decision of the Court as 
an award of an arbitrator or to attribute an intention to the parties tliat the decision 
should not be open to appeal. 

A reviesv of all these decisions shows that the question as to the nature of an 
•order made in circumstances similar to those with svhich we are concerned has 
hcen considered both in England and in India primarily for the purpose of deciding 
whether such an order is subject to an appeal like an ordinary* judgment of a Court 
from wdiich an appeal lies. In some cases, the right of appeal was negatived on the 
ground that such a decision ivas in the nature of an arbitrator’s a-ward. In other 
-cases, it has been treated as a judgment amounting to a decision by’ consent of parties. 
In’the case before us, thejiosition is difierent. No appeal "was ever sought to be filed 
against the order of Mallick, J., dated ist April, 1963. Further the language of 
the agreement of the parties, on the basis of which Mallick, J.. proceeded to make 
that order, was different from that considered in these various decisions. At tlic 
first stage, the parties got it recorded that the matters were to be settled and refer- . 
red to the sole arbitration of Mallick, J. The parties agreed to abide by any deci- 
sion that might be given by him and that no evidence need be taken except or to , 
whatever extent Mallick, 'J. might desire. The evidence need not be recorded in, 
any formal manner. Mallick, J., was to have all the summary poirers, including 
die power to divide and partition the properties. The conferment of these powers 
•on Mallick, J., who W'as already seized of die partidon suit, was clearly intended to 
enable him to function as an arbitrator so as not be bound by the rules of procedure 
applicable to him as a Court, At the same time, the parties added that Mallick, J., 
was to make such decrees as he thoughtfit and proper and, for the purpose of parti- 
tion, if necessary’, he could engage or appoint Surveyors and Commissioners -as he 
-fought best. On the face of it, an arbitrator could mot pass any decree. The 
dcaee could only be passed by Mallick, J., in his capacity of Coint seized of the suit. 
Even if it be held that the first part of the agreement had the effect of bringing about 
a reference to him in his capacity as arbitrator, he did not cease to be sezied of the 
partition suit as a Court, Even under the Arbitration Act if a reference is made to 
mn arbitrator in a suit pending in a Court , the Court docsjiot txasc to havm juris- 
•diction over the suit! . All that is required by the provisions' of the Arbitration Act is 
that no further proceedings arc to be taken by the Court, except in accordance 
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with the other provisions of that Act. The suit continues to remain pending before 
tha Court. In a case like the present, where the arbitration agreement envisages 
that the Presiding Officer of the Court should himself act as an arbitrator, he, in 
such circumstances, -u-ill obviously occupy a dual capacity. He \vill be both .an 
arbitrator to decide the matters i^erred to him by the agreement of the parties, 
and a Court btibre which the suit continues to remain pending having jurisdiction 
to deal v.ith the suit in accordance with the provisions of the Arbitration Act. It 
is a question whether a reference to arbitration by a Presiding Judge, before whom 
a suit is pending, can be competently made under the Arbitration Act, but that is a 
point on which we need express no opinion, because if it be held that there was no 
reference to arbitration in the present case, the order passed by Mallick, J., 
must be held to be a preliminary decree passed by him as a Court seized of ffie 
partition smt. On the other band, even if it be held that there was a competent 
refeience, it is clear that, after deciding the matters left to his decision as an arbit- 
rator by the parties AlaUick, J., proceeded further to deal -with the suit himself as 
a Court and to pass a preliminary decree in it which course being adopted by him 
was envisaged by the parties themselves whsn they stated that he could make such 
decrees in the suit as he thought fit. The actual order passed by Mallick, J. also 
makes it clear that, in passing that order, he purported to act as the Court decid- 
ing the.smt and not as the arbitrator to whom some matters in dispute were referred 
by the parties. At the be^nning of the order, Mallick, J,, described himelf as 
“ the Court”. When making the operative order, he used the folloudng language: — 

“ In the result, for the present, I will pass a preliminary decree as under : — •” 
On the face of it, when he passed this order, he acted as a Judge seized of the suit 
who alone was competent to pass the preliminary decree in the suit. Consequently, 
we caimot accept the submission made by Mr; Chagla that the order, made by 
h'lallick, J., should be held to be an award of an arbitrator pure and simple and hot a 
decree by a Court.- , . 

We are not concerned in this appeal with the question whether it o\as appro- 
priate for Mallick, J., to hat e dealt with the suit in this manner, nor whether the 
actual order made by him passing the preliminary decree was correct or was liable 
to be set aside on the ground of the incorrect procedure adopted' by him. As 
tve have mentioned earlier, the sole relief claimed before the High Court -was the 
issue of a writ of mandamus directing the Registrar on the Original Side to recall, 
cancel and withdraw' this order and to take it ofiF the record, on the groirnd that 
it was an award and not adjudgment of the Court. Since we have held that it w^ a 
judgment of the Court, the. Registrar on the Original Side, under the Rules of the 
Calcutta High Court, .ivas boimd to file it on the record and retain ft there. The 
appellant could have sought appropriate remedy for haHng that judgment vacated 
and, if such a remedy had been sought against that judgment directly,' the question 
whether it was a good judgment and should he retained on the record or not^ could 
have been appropriately decided. The remedy sought by’ the appellant of seeking 
- a writ to restrain the Registrar on the Original Side from keeping the judgment on 
the record of the suit could not possibly be allo^ved, while the judgment stood and 
■^vas not vacated. - . . 

In the result, we have to hold that the order of the'High Court dismissing the 
petition filed by the- appellant ^v^ correct and justified. The appeal is’ dismissed, 
but, in view of the special circumstances of this case, -we direct parties to bear their 
own costs. 

S.V.J. 


Appeal dismissed. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present:— M. HtDAVATuLtAH, Chief Juitice, Y. R^vmasw.aj^u and G. K. 

AIitter, JJ. 

(1) Bcohar Rajcndra Sinha and others .. AppellaUr^ 

(In C. A. No. 386 of 1966) 

(2) The State of Madhya Pradesh 

(In C. A. No, 387 of 1 966} 

V. 

(i) The State of Madhya Pradesh and another .. Resjiondmis. 

(In C. A. No. 386 of 1966). 

<2) Alst. Maharaniahu and others 

(In C. A. No. 387 of 1966}. 

Civil Procedure Code {V of 1908), section 80 — Object of — pfotice issued by Karla of undivided 

joint family — Disruption, of the family subsequent to notice — -Suit by all divided members 

— Cause of action mentioned and relif claimed in the notice same har in the plaint — ■ 

Kotice given by karfa siifficient to sustain suit brougat by divided coparceners. 

The object of the notice under section 80, Civil Procedure Cede is to give to the 
Government or the public servant concerned an opportunity to reconsider its or 
his legal position and if that course is Justified to make amends or settle in claim 
■out of Court. The section is no-doubt.imperative : failure to serve notice com- 
, plying witli the requirements of the statute will entail dismissal of tire suit 
But the notice must be reasonably -construed. Any unimportant error or defect 
cannot be permitted to be treated as an c-ncusc for defeating a just claim. Inconsi- 
dering whether the provisions of the statute are complied with, the Court must- 
take into consideration the follorving matters in each case (i) whether the name, 
description and residence of the plaintiff arc given so as to enable the autlioritics 
to identify the person serving the notice, (2) wh her the cause of action and the 
relief which the plaintiff claim are set out %vith sufficient particularitj' ; {3) tvhe- 
ther a notice in witing has 'been deli%’’ercd to or left at the office of the appro- 
priate authority mentioned in the section ; and (4) %vhethcr-thc suit is instituted 
after the expiration of t^vo months next after notice has been served, and the 

, plaint xontains a statement that such a notice has . been delivered or left. In 
construing the notice the'Court cannot ignore the object of the Legislature vnz., to 

. -give to.tlie Government or public servant concerned an opportunity to reconsider 

• its or his'lcgal position. If on reasonable reading of the notice the plaintiff is 
sho-wn to have given the information whicli the statute requires him to give, any 
incidental defects or irregularities should be ignored. It is true tliat the terras of 
section 80 of the Ci\dl Procedure Code musfbc strictly complied but that docs not 

' mean that the terms of the notice should be scruitinized in an artificial or pedan- 

• tic manner. i’ 

On facts held, it is true that Beohar Raghubir Singh did not expressly describe 
Limselfasthc kartha. But reading of the contents of the notice Exhibit P-8 in a 
reasonable manner it 'appears that the claim of Beohar Raghubir Singh was made 
■on behalf of the joint family. There was identity bettveen the person giving 
the notice and the persons filing the suit because it must be deemed in law tltat 
■each of the plaintiffs had given the notice under section 80, Civil Procedme Code 
through the Karta Bcohar Raghubir Singh. The notice given by the karta Avas 
•sufficient to sustain the suit brought by the divided coparceners. 

On facts held, that the plaintiffs had not established tltcir title. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgment and Decree dated the i6th 

April, 1963 of the hladliya Pradesh High Court in First Appeal No. 217 of 1959. 

tith March, 19C9. 


* C.As. Nos. 386 and 387 of 1966. 
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S. V. Gupte, Senior Advocate {P.C. 5 ^artan, Advocate, and J.B. Dadachanji, 
Advocate of didessrs. J. B. Dddackanji & Co., with him), for Appellants (In C^A, 
No. 386 of 1966) and Respondents (In GA..N0. 387 of 1966). 

I. jV. Shro^, Advocate and Miss Rama Gupta, Government Advocate of 
Aladhya Pradesh for State of Madhya Pradesh. 

The Judgment of the Court tvas delivered by 

Ramardoami, J. — ^These appeals are brought by Special Leave from the judg- 
ment of the High Court of Madhya Pradesh dated 1 6th April, 1963, in First Appeal 
No. 217 of 1959, whereby the High Court modified partly the judgment of the First 
Additional District Judge, Jabalpur dismissing Civil Suit No. lo-A of 1954. 

The suit wasinstituted against the State of Madhya Pradesh by Beohar Raghubir 
Singh and his three grand-sons. Beohar Raghubir Singh’s son Beohar Rajtndra 
Sinha, was a pro forma defendant. A notice.imder section 80 of the Ci\dl Procedure 
Code had been given by Raghubir Singh on i ith January, 1954. Plaintiffs 2, 3 and 
4, his grand-sons were joined as plaintiffs because in a partition made subsequent to 
the giving of the notice, they yrere each entitled to i /5th share along tvith the first 
plaintiff.. Beohar Rajendra Sinlia was joined as a defendant because he did not 
choose to join as the plaintiflf. The plaintiffs sought a declaration ( i ) that the three 
nazul plots in suit had been in possession of the plaintiffs and their predecessors in 
their o^ra right from time immemorial and their status was that of Rajy'a Sarkar ; 
and (2) that the order of the State Government in the Survey and Settlement 
Department refusing'to recognise their possession over the plots ^vas •\\Tong and 
ultra vires. The dispute relates to Phoota Tal, a tank situated within the totm of 
Jabalpur. It "was plot No. 282 in the settlement of 1863 A.D. Its area then svas 
5.24 acres. It ivas recorded as Malkiat Sarkar and in the laL't column there 'vas an 
entry showdng possession of Aman Singh 'Thakiir Prasad. The ' next settlement 
took place in 1890-91. The survey number of Phoota Tal tvas changed to plot 
No. 325. Its area remained the same, it was recorded as “water (pani)” and 
in the last column, the entry showed the possession of Beohar Narpatsingh Raghubir 
Singh. The third settlement took place in igog-io. The plot number of Phoota 
Tal ^^'as then changed to 327. Its area remained the same, it ivas still recorded as 
“ tvater ” but there ^vas no entiy in favour of any one showing possession. The nazul 
settlement took place in 1922-23. In this settlement, the tank was given new 
-numbers 33, 34, 35, 36, 37 and '171. Its area %ras recorded 35 5.2 acres. In 
this settlement about 2 acres of land tvas found to be occupied by the Municipal 
Committee, Jabalpim. The land so found to be occupied "vras recorded asm the posses- 
sion of the Municipal Committee, Jabalpur and the remaining land tvas again 
recorded as “ milkiat 'sarkar Tkere tvas no entry, regarding possession in the 
remarks column so far as the remaining land was concerned. The plaintiffs alleged 
“iat Thakur Prasad -and Aman Singh were their ancestors, that they had been in 
■continuous possession of the disputed land and the omission to record their possession 
in the last two settlements of igog-io and T922-23 tras due to some oversight. In 
ig48 the' first plaintiff made an application for correction to the Deputy Coroihis- 
sioner, Jabalpur who made an order in his favour Exhibit P-5. The order of the 
■ Deputy Cornmissionei’'was however set aside by the State Government on 28dt 
May, 1953 and it tvas held that the plaintiffs had no title to the disputed land. The 
plaintiff therefore prayed fon'a .declaration of the title to the disputed plots and for 
the correction of the entry in the settlement record shovhng the status of the plaintiff 
as that of “ Raij'at Sarkar The suit ^vas contested by the State of Madhya 
Pradesh. It tvas urged that the plaintiff had no possession over the disputed land 
and the order of the State Goveimnent dated 28th May, 1953, t\’as correct. It -was 
• contended that plantifis 2, 3 and -4 had no right to institute the suit because no 
notice under section 80 of the Civil Procedure Code %s’as given on their behalf. 
The suit uns not contested by the second defendant Beohar Rajendra Sinha. By 
its judgment dated 24th January, 1959 .the trial Court held that there was no docu- 
mcnt^-e\’idence'lroni 1891-to 1932 to support the poss^ion of thc-anccstors of the 
plaintiffs regarding Ph'cxita Tal. ' The dial Court also held that in all the settlement 
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entiles, the land ^vas lecorded as 'belongingto the Gfoi-emment “Alilkiat Saikar'’. 
In any event, Dettveen 1891 to 1 932 tliere t\*as no evidence regarding the user of the 
property by the plaintiffs and in the subsequent years a part of the property ^vas 
found in possession of the Afunicipal Committee, The trial Court dismissed the suit. 
Against the judgment of the trial Court the plaintiffs preferred an appeal to the 
High Court. The High Court held in the first place that the notice Exhibit P-S 
was not in confinnity uith section 80 of the Civil Procedure Code. The High Court 
Ireld tlrat Bcohar Raghubir Singh bad lost the right to represent the joint family 
as karla at die time of institution of the suit because there bad been a severance of 
joint status and tire notice served by Bcohar Ra^ubir Singh could not cnsrrrc ito 
the benefit of tire other plaintiffs. On the merits of the case, the High Court 
found tlrat the plaintiffs had established their possession for the statutory period of 
fioyearsr The High Court held that the plaintiffs Irad acquired the right of Raij-at 
Sarkar and that the order of the State Goverrrment refusing to correct the revenue 
record uns illegal. On these findings the High Court modified the judgment of the 
trial Court to the extent that there tvas a declaration in favour of the plaintiffs that 
they rrere entitled to i/5th share of the property in dispute and the claim regarding 
the 4/5th share vs’as dismissed. The order of the State Government dated 28th 
Afay, 1953 refusing to recognise the possession ofthe plaintiffs vs as held to be vsTong 
and illegal. 

The first question to be considered in these appeals is whether the High Court 
was right in holding that the notice given under section 80 of the Civil Procediue 
Code by the first plaintiff was effective only with regard to Raghubir Singh and 
the notice was ineffective vdth regard to the other plaintiffs and therefore 
Raghubir Singh alone was entitled to a declaration as regards the i /5th share of the 
disputed plot. On behalf of defendant Ko. 1 it was contended by Mr. Shroff that 
at the time of giving notice the plaintiffs' and the second defendant were joint and 
plaintiff No. i Raghubir Singh vsns karta of the joint family. The notice vs-as given 
on nth January, 1954 and the suit v\'as instituted on 20th July. 1954. R 
admitted that between these two dates there vsas a disruption of the joint family of 
which Raghubir Singh vsus karta. It was aigued that tihe right of the first plaintiff 
to represent the family had come to an end before the institution of the suit, and hence 
plaintiffs 2, 3 and 4 had to comply individuaffy wid the provisions of section 80 
of the Civil Procedure Code before appearing as plaindfis in the suit. In our opin- 
ion, there is no justification for this argument. We consider that there is substan- 
tial identity betiveen thejperson giving the notice and the persons' filing the suit in 
the present case. At the time of giving notice the- first plaintiff "Beohar Ra^ubir 
Singh was admittedly the eldest member of the joint family and being a karta he 
was entitled to represent the joint farnily in all its affairs. The cause of -action had 
accrued at the time of giving of tlie notice and it was not necessary to give a second 
.notice merely because there was a severence of the joint family, before 20th July, 
1954 when the suit was actually instituted. It is obvious that the notice was given 
by Beohar Raghubir Singh as a representativ'c -of the joint family and in view of the 
subsequent partition the suit had to be instituted by all the divided members of the 
joint family. We are of the opinion that the notice given by Bco'har Raghubir Singh 
on I ith January, 195 ' 4 , vv’as sufficient in law to sustain a suit brought by all the divi- 
ded coparceners who must be deemed to be as much the authors of the notice as the 
karta who was the actual signatory of the notice. Iherc is substantial identity 
between the person giving the notice and the persons bringing the suit in the present 
case and the argument of defendant No. -i on this point must be rejected. 

The object of the notice under section 80, Civil -Procedure Code is to giv'c to the 
Gov'einment or the public servant concerned an opportunity' to reconsider its or his 
legal position and if that course is justified to make amends or settle the claim out of 
Court. The section is no doubt imperative ; failure to serve notice complying with 
the requirements of the statute will entail dismissal of the suit. But the notice must 
be reasonably construed. Any unimportant error or delect cannot be permitted to 
be treated as an excuse for defeating a just daim. In ' considering whether the 
provisions of the statute are complied with, the Court must take into accoimt tlic 



121 


B. R. SINHA V. STATE OF M. P. {Ramas}vami, /.). 

foUo-'-vi^ matieis in each case (i) whether the name, description and residence of 
the plaintiff are given so as to enable the authorities to identify the person serv^g 
the notice : (2) whether the cause of action and the relief tvhich the plaintiff claims 
are set out with sufficient particuiaiit}”, (3) whether a notice in writing has been 
delivered to or left at the office of the appropriate authority' mentioned in the section; 
and (4) -^vhether the sent is instituted after the expiration of tvv'o months next after 
notice has been sers'ed. and of the plaint contains a statement that such a notice has 
been so delivered or left. In construing the notice the Court cannot ignore the 
object of the Legislature, ric., to give to the Government or the public servants 
concerned an opportunity- to reconsider its or his legal position. If on a rcasonatle 
reading of the notice the plaintiff is shown to have given the information which 
the statute requires him to give any incidental delects or irregularities shoiild be 
ignored. 

In the present case, the notice was served on nth January', 1954 by Beohar 
Raghubir Singh. The notice stated the cause of action arising in favour of the joint 
family. The requirements as to cause of action, the name, discription and residence 
ofthe plaintiff were complied with and the reliefi which the plaintiff claimed were 
duly set out in the notice. It is true that Beohar Raghubir Singh did not expressly 
describe himself as the karta. But reading the contents of the notice Exhibit P‘8 
in a reasonable maimer it appears to us that the claim of Beohar Raghubir Singh w-as 
made on behalf of the joint family. It is true that the terms of section 80 of the Civil 
Procedure Code must be strictly complied but that does not mean that the terms of 
the notice should be scrutinised in an artificial or pedantic manner. In Dihan 
Singh Sobak Singh and another v. The Union of India a^d another'^, Bhagwati, J., observed 
in the course of his judgment — • 

“We are conspained to observe that the approach, of the High Court to this 
question not well-founded. The Pri\y Cotmcil not doubt laid down in 'Bhdkchand 
Dagadusa v. Secretary of State-, that the terms of this section should be strictly 
complied-with. - That docs not hoivever mean that the terms of the notice should 
. be scrutinised in a pedantic manner or in a manner completely divorced liom 
common sense. As tvas stated by Pollock C. B. in Jones v. KichoUs^. “ We 
must import a little common sense into notices of this kind.” Beamount C.J., 
also observed in Chanda Lai Vadilal v. Government of Bombay^, ‘ One must construe 
section 80 with some regard to common sense and to the object with which it 
appears to have been passed ” 

As already pointed out, the suit svas instituted in the present case by the divided 
members of the Hindu joint family- on 20th July-, 1 954- The notice had been given 
on I ith January, 1 954 by Beohar Raghubir Singh ■tvho was the karta of ffie undivided 
joint family. In our opinion, there svas identity bettveen the person gi\-ing a notice 
and the persons filing the suit because it-must be deemed in law- that each of the 
plaintifis had given the notice imder section 80 of the Ch-il Procedure Code through 
the karta Beohar Raghubir Singh. It is not disputed that the cause of action ^t 
out in the notice remained unchan ged in the suit. It is also not said that the relief 
set out in the plaint is difierent from the relief set out in the notice. We are accord- 
ingly- of the opinion that the notice given by- the karta was sufficient to sustain the 
suit brought by the divided co-parceners and'the decision of the High- Court on 
this point must be over-ruled, - • 

The s,-iew that we have expressed is borne out by the Judgment of this Court 
in State of.Andarc Pradesh v. Gundugola Venkata Suiyanarcyan Gesru^. In that case, 
^he Government of Madras applied the provisions of the Madras Estates Rent 
Reduction Act, 1947 to the lands in the village Mallindhapuram on the ground ffiat 
the grant was of the svhole village and hence an estate svithin the meaning of section 


,A- (1958) S.CJ. '363 : (1958) ’i AnAV.R. 
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served a notice under section 8o of the , thT^ove iJcntioncd notifi- 

ment of the State of Madras m ^vh^ch .cy § q ^ ^ persons ivho 

cation and asked Ae Goveriunent Court held that the 

<rave the notice, the respondent alone filed the suit, ine iri ^cognised 

original grant was not of the entire village and was not s meaning 

by the Chiveminent of Madras and^ it was not an &t ^ Reduction 

of section 3 (2) (d) of tlie Madras Estates Land ¥ undthatalthougli 

Act, 1 947 not apply to it. But the Code^f CivU Procedure, only 

ttvo persons had given notiM under with the trial Cknirt that 

one person had filed the hrld that the notice was not dcfectne 

the grant was not of an c ntire village but it also th . - ■ ^ permission of 

and the suit u-as maintainable as it w^ a - Tire High Court 

the Court under Order i, rule 8 had been obUined >n thus^^^^ ofdicH>gh 

granted tire respondent then; Ik f prayed for by hm. apptaJ holding 

Court the appellant appealed to this Court though thcnotiw 

that in the circumstances of Ac case Acre ''’^s n Court gran« 

was given by two persons and the suit was filed by , j. ^ person had 

Sssion to one person to institute a representative ^^at anotSr person had 
Served Ae notice ^der section 80 Ae *Sit wi^not a 

joined him in serving Ae notice but Ad o.Tof R^jort ShA J., obserred 

ground for regarAng the smt as defecA e. At page 953 

"The notice in Ac present suit was serried by Gowrnment 

Sastri. They raised a grievance about Ae "ot Acation i^ucU oy r 

of MaAas on 16A May, 1950; it not an ^^Snidars. .The reh^ 

sons who served Ae notice but of all . t Jtric.cd to Aeir 

for which Ae suit was intended to be Aed was a^o not r ic Inanida«. 

claim. Tire notice stated Ae cause of action infa ^ claimable 

and it is not disputed Aat Ae notice set out tlm wtlr Ae reqn«> 

by all Ae Inamdars or on Aeir behalf in Afault o P permitted to sue 

. rrrx.^ ' fiV/f the suit, but he r\as perm 



of the Code ol tJivil Jr'roceaure. me leiiu.iv-j...;.-...- iT;„t;frr\'as Aereforc 
the name, description and place of resid^ce , i getoutinAono 1 • 

plied rviA and Ac rclief which Ae plaintiff claimed k Lrved a notice 

The only departure from Ae notice rvas Aat two perso started, ’ 

section 80 informing Ae Government that proreedrng rights of ■' 

default of compliance rvi A the' reqmsition, for violation m jn our 

Inamdars, and one person oAy out of Ae of section 80. 

judgment is not a defect which 'brings Ae case wi A m Ae ^ ^ 

On behalf of respondent No. i reference rsms made to of 

-JuAcial Committee in Vellayan Chattiar and others v. „,Y jlWfo j Cnr 

and another''-, and Government of the Province of Bombay y. -P^t/oiyi „„pction 
But Ae prmciple of Aese decisions has no bearmg tw q a 

determination m the present case. A Vellayan _ Cha ’ -ppon and P*^ j 
was given by one plaintiff statmg Ae cause of action, his name, ^vas institu 

of his residence and Ae relief whiA he claimed^ al thOTgn . _ 

by him and ano Aer. It was observed by Ac Judicial Commi • ^ 

- “ The section according to its plain meaning neqtiiirs Aat A ^ iss^ 

Ae language of the High Court of Madras “identity of Appn 

-notice wiA.Ae person, who brmgs Ae suit. , : Sec Tc^- ftrereiary tf ^ 

Secretary of State^, and on_appeal Venkata Rangiah Appa Rno « - yy 

I ! r . 'Q 

~ , \ T T *R «;i. 

IX,R. (194S) Mad. 214 : (194^7) 2 M.L.J. 3» 0930 aX.K. oi 

•r a _ATT> T»/~1 
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To hold othen\dse woidd be to admit an implication or exception for which there 
is no justification.” 

T-\vo persons had sued for a declaration that certain lands belonged to tliem, 
and for an order setting aside the decision of the Appellate Smvey Officer in regard 
to tbosc lands, it ivas found that one alone out of the Uvo persons had served the 
notice. The relief claimed by the two persons was personal to them and the right 
thereto arose out of their title to the land claimed by them. It was held by die 
Judicial Committee that without a proper notice under section 8o the suit could not 
be instituted for to hold otherwise would be to admit an implication or t xception for 
which there was no justification, xn the other case, in Pestonji Ardeshir Wadia's^ case 
two trustees of a trust served a notice in October, 1933 upon the Government of 
Bombay under section 80 intimating that the trustees intended to institute a suit 
against the Government on the cause of action and for the relief set out therein. 
-One of the trustees died before the plaint was lodged in Court, and tw'o more trusttces 
-were appointed in the place of the deceased trustee. Thereafter the two new 
trustees and the surviving trustee filed the suit out of which the appeal arose 
which was decided hy the Judicial Committee. No notice was served on the 
•Government on behalf of the two new trustees. The Judicial Committee accepted 
the view of the High Court that where there were three plaintiffs, the names and 
addressed of all of them must be given in the notice. Their Lordships observed 
that: 

“ the provisions of section 80 of the Code are imperative and should be strictly 
complied with before it can be said that a notice valid in law has been served 
on the Government, rn the present case it is not contended that any notice on 
behalf of plaintiffs 2 and 3 w^as served on the Government before the filing of 
the suit.” 

It is clear that the principle of these two decisions of ihe Judicial Committee has 
no application in the present case because the material facts aie different. 

We proceed to consider the next question arising in these appeals, liz., whetlier 
the High Court was right in holding that the plaintiffs had established their title 
-as raiyat sarkar with regard toi/5th share in nazul plots Nos. 34/31, 33 and 171/1 
mentioned in the Deputy Commissioner’s order, dated 7th May, 1948 in Revenue 
Case No. 9 /45-46. It was argued on behalf of defendant No. i that there was no 
-evidence to show that the plaintiffs weie in possession of the hand from igog to 
1932, and the plaintiffs had not established their title by prescription foi the statutory 
period of 60 years, it was contended that the High Court had no justification foi 
holding that the plaintiffs had established the title of “ Raiyat Sarkar ” and the 
finding of the High Court was not based upon any evidence. In our opinion, the 
•argument put forward on behalf of defendant No. i is well-founded and must be 
accepted as correct. In the settlement of 1863-64 Exhibit P-i the names of 
Amansingh and Thakurprasad were noted in the remarks column. But the column 
regarding tenancy right is definitely blank. The owner is shovra in the Khasra as 
State “ Milkiat Sarkar.” In the^tdement of 1890-91 Amansingh Narpatsingh 
is again shown in the remarks column of the karta. But the column regarding any 
^kind of tenancy right is again blank, it is clear that in the settlements of i860 and 
i8go-gi the owneiship of the land is recorded as that of the Government. The 
JJossession of the plaintiffs or of their ancestors could not attiibuted to owneiship 
-Or tenancy right of the property. In the settlclment of 1909-10, Exhibit P-3 there 
is no entry in the remarks column showing the possession of the ancestors of tlie 
■plaintiffs. It was said on behalf of the plaintiffs that no notice was given to them 
of the pioceedings of the settlement of igog-io. Even assuimng that this allegation 
fs correct, the entries of the khasra P-3 cannot be treated to be a nullity and of no 
•effect. In any event, it was open to the plaintiffs to adduce other reliable evidence 
to prove their possession between the years jgog to But the plaintiffs have 

failed to produce any such evidence. In the naztd settlement of 1922-23 the tank 
was given new plot numbers 33, 34, 35, 36, 37 and 171 and its area was recorded 


1. (1949) 2 M.LJ.46I : (1949) 76 I.A. 85. 
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as 5.24 acres. In this settlement about 2 acrei of land was found to be occupied 
by the Municipal Committee, Jabalpur. The land so found to be occupied was re- 
. corded as in the possession of the A'lunicipal Committee, Jabalpur and the remaming 
land was again recorded as “ Milkiat Sarkai.” There is no entr)'' as rcgaids the 
remaining land recording anybody’s possession in the remarks colmnn. Actually 
proclamations svere made during diis settlement and objections tvere invited as per 
ExltibitID-14, A datewasfixeduptogist August, 1924 but no one camefonvard. 
The proclamation clearly recited that the vacant sites wliicli trere not in possession 
of anybody were not recognised as belonging to any' person. It is impossible to 
believe that tire plaintiffs or their ancestors ■were unaware of such a proclama- 
tion. Had drey been possession they would not have failed to make a claim. For 
the period after 1933-34 the plaintiffs produced account books to shotv that they 
exercised certain rights. Certain receipts were also proved but they also relate to 
a period after 1939. We have gone through the oral evidence produced by the 
plaintiffs and it appears to be unreliable. Tire resirlt is that for die period iSgi 
till 1932 there is no reliable oral documentary evidence to prove that the plaintifis 
or their ancestors had any"^ possession over the disputed land. On the contrary 
the disputed land t.e., Phoota Tal svas alway's recognised as Malkiat Sarkar and 
the State Government was justified in holding that the order of the Deputy 
Commissioner, dated 7th May", 1948 should be set aside. 

In the course of the argument reference was made by Ivir. Gupte to the follmv- 
ing passage in die Central Pros'inces Settlement Instructions (Reprint of 1953) 
page 213 : 

“ In dealing with proposed metiiod of the settlement oftitles it will be convenient 
in order to remove all causes for misapprehension among residents, to lay emphasis 
on the policy of Government in making diesc setdements. That policy" was 
defined in the Chief Commissioner’s Resolution No, 502-BK dated the igth 
October, 1917, in the Revenue and Scarcity Department, but its main principles 
will bear repetition. 

As it is not the intention of Government in making the setdement to disturb 
long possession, but only to obtain an accurate record of the lands which arc its 
property and to secure its right to any land revenue to which it may be entitied, 

’ long possession, even %vithout clear proof of a definite grant from Government 
■will be recognised as entitled the holder to possession. In deciding what consti- 
tutes long possession in any individual toivn, regard will be had to the special 
ciicumstances of the place, and while diis point will be dealt widi more parti- 
cularly in the Deputy Commissioner’s report, the foUotving general principles 
will ordinarily be observed; 

(r) all occupants who are able to prove possession to any" land prior to 1891 
or such later date as ma-y" be fixed fer each totra, cither by themselves or by a 
valid tide from a previous holder, and all occupants who can prove a definite 
grant or lease from Government will be recorded as entided to hold such land as 
against Gk)vernment (paragraph 6 of the Resolution).” 

On the basis of this passage it iras argued that it was the duty of dte setdement ofiiccr 
to treat the plaintiffs as ha-ving established thcii tide because they were shotvn to 
be in possession in the settlement of the year 1890-91. Ws are unable to accept this 
argument as correct. Tlie passage quoted above only applies to a case Avbere die 
oumership of the land vy'as unknouTi) i.e., where possession is proved for a long time, 
but its original tide could not be traced, and not to a case where the land is recorded 
as Government land. 

For the reasons ejq)ressed, we hold that the suit brought by the plaintiffs being 
Civil Suit No. ro-A of 1954 should be dismissed. Chul Appeal 386 of igfifi is 
accordingly dismissed and GivU Appeal 387 of 1966 is allowed srith costs in favour 
of defendant No. i i.e,. State of Madhya Pradesh. There will be one hearing 
lee. . 

- S.VJ. -- - 


Order accordinglj. 
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Harendra Kumar Baneijee and another . . Respondents. 

Practice — Judicial trial — Essen'ial attributes — Disputed claim — Judicial determination, to be 
supported by the most cogent reasons that suggest themselves to a Judge. 

Civil Procedure Code (F o/1908). Order rides 1 lo 8 and Order 4:9, rule 3 — Scope — 
Chartered High Court not obliged to record a Judgment strictly according to Order 20j 
Rales 4 and 5 — Order 49, rule 3 how far applies to the trial of suits by Chartered High 
Courts— Judicial determination to be supported by reasons duly recorded. 

It is true that rules 1 to 8 of Order 20 of the Code of Civil Procedure are, by the 
express provision contained in Order 49, rule 3, Clause (5) in applicable to a 
Chartered High Court in the exercise of its ordinary or extraordinary original 
civil jurisdiction. A Judge of a Chartered High Court is not obliged to record a 
Judgment strictly according to the provisions contained in rules 4 (2) and 5 of 
Order 20, Code of Civil Procedure. But the privilege of not recording a judgment 
is intended normally to apply where the action is .under undefended, where the 
parties are not at issue on any substantial matter, in a summary trial of an action 
where leave to defend is not granted, in making interlocutory orders or in dispos- 
ing of formal proceedings and the like. Order 49, rule 3 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure tmdoubtedly applies to the trial of suits ; but the question is not one 
merely of potver but of exercise of judicial discretion in the exercise of that 
power. The function of a judicial trial is to hear and decide a matter in contest 
between the parties in open Court in the presence of parties according to the 
procedure prescribed for investigation of the dispute and the rules of evidence. 
The conclusion of the Court ought normally to be supported by reasons duly 
recorded. This reqxurement transcends all technical rules of procedure. 

The plaintiff’s case, "was founded upon extracts of Bank nccount ; the extracts 
however do not evidence the agreement under which the money passed from the 
plaintififto Ghosh (husband of the appellant) . The plaintiff’had to prove not only 
that money passed from him to Ghosh, he had to prove that inoney passed under 
the agreement pleaded by him. Oral testimony of the plaintiff’had to be examined 
in the context of several weighty circumitances, e.g.^ complete absence of docu- 
mentary evidence in the handtvriting of Ghosh ; absence of correspondence 
relating to the transactions between Ghosh and the plaintiff" ; absence of books 
of accoimt in support of the transactions ; improbability of a transaction of the 
natare pleaded between an attorney and the plaintiff, absence of any previous 
business or professional relationship between Ghosh and the plaintiff; absence of 
. vouchers supporting the alleged payment of interest and repayment of part of the 
principal and other important circumstances. In reaching a conclusion the 
Court had to consider the probabilities and the circumstances in which the plain- 
tiff alleged that he had deposited the two sums of money with Ghosh. It was 
essentially a case in which there should have been a full record of the reasons 
which persuaded the learned Trial Judge to reach the conclusion he did. A mere 
order directing payment of the money, not supported by reasons, does not do 
duty or a judgment according to law. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated the 4th August, 
1964 of the Calcutta High Court in Appear from Original Order No. 99 of 1963. 

I 

* G.A. No. 662 of 1966. 


12th March, ig6g. 
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D. jV. Mukherjee, Advocate, foi Appellant. 

S. C. Mijamdar, Advocate, for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court w.s delivered bv 

Shah,J. — ^Birendra Krishna Ghosh — hereinafter called ‘‘ Ghosh ” — tras practis- 
ing as an attomey-at-law in the High Court of Calcutta. He died in August, 1950. 
H. K. Banerjee — the first respondent lierein — commenced in 1951 an action in the 
High Court of Calcutta on the original side against Ssvaran Lata and Arun Kumar 
— widosv and minor son respectively of Ghosh — or a decree or Rs. 15,000 claiming 
that it was the balance of “ capital deposits ” due to him from Ghosh and Rs. 1,535 
interest due thereon. The plaintiff claimed that he had deposited svith Ghosh 
Rs. 6,000 on 10th December, 1946 foi the‘ specific purpose of investing the amount* 
and the latter agreed to pay interest at the rate of 6 per cent, per annum and to 
repay the same or any portion thereof when demanded ; that on or about I7tli 
February, 1948, he had deposited Rs. 10,000 with Ghosh also for “the specific 
purpose of investing ” tliat stun, and the latter had agreed to pay interest at the 
rate of 7 per cent, per annum and to repay, the same or part thereof w’hen demanded ; 
that under the agreement Ghosh paid diverse sums of money as interest, and on 
3rd July, 1947 Ghosh repaid. Rs- 1,000 out of Rs. 6,000 deposited ; and that the 
bairnce of Rs. 15,000 and Rs. 1,535 interest due thereon were repayable by the 
defendants to the plaintiflT. 

Swaran Lata filed a vmtten statement denying the claim of the plaintiff. She 
denied that the sums of Rs. 6,000 and Rs. 10,000 were entrusted to or deposited 
with her husband as alleged by the plaintiff : she denied that her husband repaid 
any amounts towards interest or part payment of principal ; and she submitted that 
the suit was in any event barred by the law of limitation. 

The trial ofthe suit commenced before Law, J., on 12th July, 1962. In support 
of the plaintiff’s case four witnesses were examined. The plaintiff tendered in 
evidence extracts from certain Bank accounts and correspondence. He produced 
no documentary evidence in support of his case that any amount was deposited 
with Ghosh, on terms set out in tlte plaint. Apparently he relied upon the entries 
in the extracts from the statements of account with the United Bank of India Ltd., 
the Imperial Bank of India, the Hooghly Bank Ltd. and correspondence between 
him and Swaran Lata. The learned Judge by order, dated i7th August, 1962 
passed the following order : 

“ There will be a decree for Rs. 15,000 with mtere,t on judgment on Rs. 15,000 
at 6 per cent, per annum and costs. No interim interest allowed.” 

Pursuant to that order a decree v%as drawn up. 

Against the decree Swaran Lata appealed to the High Court imder clause 15 
of the Letters J’.rtent, and raised several grounds in the memo, of appeal on the 
merits. Tne High Court disposed of the appeal by a short judgment observing : 

‘‘ We think that the plaintiff sufficiently proved the case made in the plaint. 
On the lOth December, 1946, the plaintiff entrusted and deposited with Birendra 
Krishna Ghosh a sum of Rs. 6,000 for the express and specific purpose of investing 
the sum to yield interest at the rate of 6 per cent, per annum. He also entrusted 
and deposited vsnth Birendra Krishna Ghosh on the 1 7th February, 1948 a sum of 
Rs. 10,000 for “ the ejmress and specific purpose of investing the sum to yield 
interest at the rate of 7 per cent, per annum.” 

The Court observed tliat the amounts paid to Ghosh were deposits, within the 
meaning of Article 60 of the Indian Limitation Act. 1908, and since interest vms 
paid in respect of both tlie deposits within three >’e?rs of the institution of the suit, 
no question of limitation arose, and the Tiial Court had “rightly decreed the suit.” 
The High Court, however/ modified the decree passed by the Trial Court and dec- 
lared that the liability of the defendants was not personal and "was limited only to 
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*■ th.e r.'^sets and properties " of Ghosh received by them, \\fith Special LeavCj SAvaran. 
Lata. Ghosh has appealed to this Court. 

The defendants had filed a svritten statement denying the averments in the 
plaint and had contested the claim of the plaintiflF. The learned Judge apparently 
raised no issues. We have found in the printed paper book no record of any issues 
raised. On behalf of the plaintiff, witnesses were examined to prove the two de- 
posits and the terms of the deposit which it wns claimed were orally agreed upon. 
There was no documentary evidence supporting the case of the plaintiff relating to 
the aoxeements between him and Ghosh. There was also no documentary evidence 
supporting- the case of payment of interest on the amounts deposited^ or of re-pay- 
ment of ^part of the principal. Indisputa bl} the pleadings of the parties raised 
substantial issues of fact for trial, and a lengthy trial svas held. But the learned 
Trial Judge delivered no judgment. He merely decreed the claim. The decree 
was on the face of it erroneous, because it directed Sw-aran Lata and her minor son. 
Anm Kumar personally to pay the amount decreed. 


Trial of a civil dispute in Court is intended to achieve, according to la%v and the 
procedure of the Court, a judicial determination between the contesting parties of 
the matter in controversy-. Opportunity to the parties interested in the dispute to 
present their respective ca.se3 on questions of law as ^vell as fact, ascertainment of 
facts by means of evidence tendered by the parties, and adjudication by a reasoned 
judgment of the dispute upon a finding on the facts in controversy and application 
of the hAv to the facts found, are essential attributes of a judicial trial. In a judicial 
trial the Judge not only must reach a conclusion which he regards as just, but,, 
unless otherwise permitted, by the practice of the Court or bylaw, he must regard 
the ultimate mei.tal piocess leading from the dispute to its solution. A jidicial 
determmation of a disputed claim where substantial questions of law or fact arise 
is satisfactorily reached, only if it be supported by the most cogent reasons that 
suggest themselves to the Judge ; a mere order deriding the matter in dispute not 
supported by reasons is no judgment at all. Recording of reasons in support of 
decision of a disputed claim serves more purposes than one. _ It is mtended to ensure 
that the decision is not the result of whim or fancy, but of a judicial approach to the 
matter in contest : it is also intended to ensure adjudication of the matter according 
to law and the procedure established by law. A party to the dispute is ordinarily 
entitled to know the grounds on sv-hich the Court has decided agoinsthim, and more 
so when the judgment is subject to appeal. The Appellate Court will then have 
adequate material on which it may determine whether Ae facts are properly 
ascCTtained, the law has been correctly applied and the exultant decision is just. It 
is unfortunate that the learned Trial Judge has recorded no rrasons in support of 
his conclusion, and the High Court in appeal merely recorded that they thought 
that the plaintiff had sufiiciently proved the case m the plaint. 

The defendants it is true led no oral evidence and produced no docimentary- 
esndence. But the defendants had apparently no pei-sonal Imowledge about the 
Sansactions and there is no clear evidence on the record that the first defendant 
SJ5n Lata had in her possession any books of account of the dec^sed which she 
Sd have produced and had w-ithheld. The burden of provmg the claim m all 
hs detSls lay upon the plaintiff. Absence of a documentary evidence in support of 
tlie case made tl e burden more onerous. 

^Ve are unable to agree with Counsel for the plaintiff that “for all practical 
Dumo^es” the action was undefended and that the Trial Judge rerorded merely- 
FoS"HdSceCH.orofd.apbMfF’.c,». The daf»*.n.3 had M 
statement denying the plaintiff s claim, had appeared by Counsel at the trial, ^d 
had challenge the plaintiff's evidence bv mtensive cmss^^Mion TJe 
plaintiff who was the principal witness wns asked as many as 31 / questions and his 
examination appears to have taken tlie better pmn of a day^. In *e course of th^ 
examination iA attempting to elicit the truth the learned Judge took no mean or 
insignificant part. Three more witnesses were also e.xammed. 
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We are also unable to agree that the only plea raised at the trial and in the 
Court of appeal tvas about the personal liability of the defendants. The evidence 
led at the trial and tlie cross-examination amply establish that the defendants defend- 
ed the claim on the merits. The High Court in appeal modified the decree and 
restricted it to the estate inherited by the defendants from Ghosh. But there is no 
reason to hold that the only point argued before the Trial Court related to the extent 
•of liability of the defendants. The groimds in the memorandum of appeal belie that 
submission. 

It is true that rules 1 to 8 of Order 20 of the Code of Civil Procedure are^ by the 
-express provision contained in Order 49, rule 3, clause (5) inapplicable to a Chartered 
High Court in the exercise of its ordinary or Extraordinary Original Cml Jurisdiction. 
A Judge of a Chartered High ComT is not obliged to record a judgment strictly 
according to the provisions contained in rules 4 (2) and 5 of Order 20, Code of Civil 
Procedure. But the privilege of not recording a judgment is intended normally 
to apply rvhere the action is undefended, where the parties are not at issue on any 
substantial matter, in a summary trial of an action where leave to defend is not 
granted, in making interlocutory orders or in disposing of formal proceedings and 
the like. Order 49, rule 3 of the Code of Civil Procedure undoubtedly applies to 
the trial of suits ; but the question is not one merely of poiver but of exercise of 
judicial discretion in the exercise of that power- The fimction of a judicial trial is 
to hear and decide a matter in contest between the parties in open Court in the 
presence of parties according to the procedure prescribed for investigation of the 
•ispute, and the rules of evidence. The conclusion of the Court ought normally 
to be supported by reasons duly recorded. This requirement transcends all techni- 
■cal rules of procedure. 

We may assume that the learned Trial Judge rras satisfied that the claim of the 
plaintiff deserved to be decreed. But the judgment of the learned Trial Judge sras 
not final : it was subject to appeal and unless there was a reasoned judgment record- 
ed by the Trial Judge, an appeal against the judgment may turn out to be an empty 
formality. A Court of appeal generally attaches great value to the views formed 
by the Judge of First Instance who had seen die witnesses and noted tlieir demeanour. 
How the Judge who tried the suit reacted to the evidence of a ivitness may not 
.always be found from the printed record. 

. The plaintiff’s case ivas founded upon extracts of Bank accounts : the extracts 
however do not evidence the agreement under which the money passed from the 
plaintiff to Ghosh. The plaintiff had to prove not only that money passed from him 
to Ghosh ; hehad to prove that money passed under the agreement pleaded by him. 
‘Oral testimony of the plaintiffhad to be examined in the context of several weighty 
circumstances, «.g., complete absence of documentary evidence in the handwriting of 
Ghosh ; absence of correspondence relating to the transactions between Ghosh and 
the plaintiff ; absence of books of account in support of the transactions ; improba- 
"bility of a transaction of the nature pleaded between an Attorney and the plaintiff; 
absence of any previous business or professional relationship betiveen Ghosh and 
the plaintiff ; absence of vouchers supporting the alleged payment of interest and 
rrepayment of part of the principal and other important circumstances. In reaching 
a conclusion the Court had to consider the probabilities and the circumstances in 
which the plaintiff allied that he had deposited the tivo sums of money ivith 
'Ghosh. It svas essentially a case in which there should have been a full record of 
•the reasons which persuaded tlie learned Trial Judge to reach the conclusion he 
-did. A mere order directing payment of the money, not supported by reasons, 
•does not do duty for a judgment according to law. 

We are, therefore, constrained to come to the conclusion that there has been 
mo real trial of the defendants’ case. It is ? very unfortunate state of affairs that 
eighteen years after the date on which the suit w« instituied, sve have to remand 
the suit for trial according to law. But we sec no other satisfactory alternative. 
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The decree passed by the High Court is set aside.' The suit stands remanded 
to the Court of First Instance for trial according to law. It will be open to the 
learned Judge ^vho tries the suit to proceed on the evidence already on the record. 
If the parties desire to lead any additional evidence, he will give them opportunity 
in that behalf. If the learned Judge is of the opinion that the witnesses should be 
examined over again before him, he may adopt that course. 

As costs till no’sv incurred are thrown a\vay on account of circumstances for 
which the parties may not be held responsible, we direct that there will be no order 
as to costs till this date. 

We may state that the observations made by us in the course of this judgment 
are not intended to express any opinion by this Court on the merits of the dispute. 

V.M.K. Order accordingly. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J. C. Shah and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

J?.i Jai Ram Manohar Lai . . Appellant* 

V. 

National Building Material Supply, Gurgaon .. Respondent. 

Civil Procedure Code (V oj" 1908), section 153 and Order 6, rule 17 — Amendment of pleading 

— Granting of— Suit instituted by plaintiff in the name in whieh the business itas carried 

on — Amendment of plaint to describe plaintiff as the Proprietor — Whether can be granted 

— Limitation. 

Rules of Procedure are intended to be handmaid to the administration ofjustice, 
A party cannot be refused just relief merely because of some mistake, negligence, 
inadvertance or even infraction of the rules of Procedure. The Court always gives 
leave to amend the pleading of a party, xmless it is satisfied that the party applying 
Avas acting mala fide or that by his blunder, he had caused injury to his opponent 
Avhich may not be compensated for by an order of costs. However, negligent 
■or careless mayjhave been the first omission and, however la te the proposed amend- 
ment, the amendment may be allowed if it can be made xvithout injustice to the 
other side. All amendments should be permitted as may be necessary for the 
purpose of determining the real question in controversy between the parties, 
unless by permitting the amendment injustice may result to the other side. There 
is no rule that unless in an application for an amendment of the plaint, it is ex- 
pressly averred th.at the error, omission or misdiscription is due to bona fide mistake, 
the Court has no power to grant leave to amend the plaint. The power to grant 
amendmert of the pleadings is intended to serve the ends ofjustice and is not 
governed oy any such narrosv or technical limitations. 

On facts held, that the order passed by the trial Court in granting the amend- 
ment was right. 

It was further held, since the name in which the action was instituted tvas merely 
a misdescription of the original plaintiff, no question of limitation arises ; the 
plaint must be deemed on amendment to have been instituted in the name of 
the real plaintiff, on the date on which it was originally instituted. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated the 9th Novem- 
ber, 1964 of tlie Allahabad High Goiurt in First Appeal No. 257 of 1953. 

S. C. Manckanda, Senior Advocate (S. K. Mehta and K. L. Mehta, Advocates, 
with him), for Appellant. 

Bishan Karaln, Senior Advocate ifia^ms_ Singh, ^Advocaie, tvitli himl, for Res- 
pondent." — 


*C..\. Ko. 697 of 1966. 

s c J — 17 


17th March, 1969. 
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The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, J. — On 11th March, 1950, Manohar Lai s/o. Jai Jai Ram commenced 
an action in the Goiu-t of the Subordinate Judge, Nainital, for ?, decree for 
Rs. 10,139/12 being the value of timber supplied to the defendant — ^the National 
Building Material Supply, Gurgaon. The action was instituted in the name of 
“ Jai Jai Ram Manohar Lai ” which was the name in which the business rvas carried 
on. The plaintiff Manohar Lai subscribed his signature at the foot of the plaint as 
“Jai Jai Ram Manohar Lai, by the pen of Manohar Lai”, and the plaint was also 
similarly verified. The defendant by its uTitten statement contended that the 
plaintiff tras an unregistered firm and on that account incompetent to sue. 

On 18th July, 1952, the plaintiffapplied for leave to amend the plaint. Manohar 
Lai stated that “tlie business name of the plaintiff is Jai Jai Ram Manohar Lai 
and therein Manohar Lai the onmer and proprietor is clearly showai and named. 
It is a joint Hindu family business and the defendant and all loiew it that Manohar 
Lai whose name is there along rvith the father’s name is the proprietor of it. The 
name is not an assumed or fictitious one.” The plaintiff on those averments applied 
for leave to describe himself in the cause title as “ Manohar Lai proprietor of Jai 
Jai Ram Manohar Lai ” and in paragraph 1 to state that he carried on the business 
in timber in the name of Jai Jai Ram Manohar Lai. Apparent^ no reply was filed 
to this application hy die defendant. The Subordinate Judge granted leave to 
amend the plaint. He observed that there was no doubt tliat the real plaintiff was 
Manohar Lai himself, that it svas Manoliar Lai who intended to file and did in fact 
file the action, and that the “ amendment w'as intended to bring svhat in effect had 
been done in conformity ivith what in fact should have been done.” 

The defendant then filed a supplementary written statement raising two addi- 
tional contentions — (1) that Manohar Lai was not the sole owier of the business 
and that his other brothers were also the owners of the business, and (2) that in. 
any event the amendment became effective from 18th July, 1952, and on that 
accoimtthe suit was barred by the lasv of limitation. 

The trial Judge decreed the claim for Rs. 6,568/6/3. Against that decree an 
appeal was preferred to the High Court of Allahabad. The High Court being of 
the view that the action -was instimted in the name of a “ non-existing person ” 
and Manohar Lai having failed to aver in the application for amendment that the 
action was instituted in the name of “Jai Jai Ram Manohar Lai” on accoxmt of 
some bona fide mistake or omission, the Subordinate Judge rvas incompetent to grant 
leave to amend of the plaint. The High Court after making an extensive quota- 
tion from the judgment of this Court in Pumsholtam Umedbhai & Company v. Messrs. 
Manilal & Sons.^ observed that the action could not be instituted by the plaintiff 
in the business name ; it should have been instituted in the name of the karla of the 
Hindu undivided family in his representative capacit}* or dse all the members of the 
joint family must join as plaintiffs. The Court then obsers'ed : 

“ The suit instituted by the joint Hindu family business in the name of an 
assumed business title “ was a suit by a person, svho did not exist and was, there- 
fore, a nullity. Hence there could be no amendment of the description of such a. 
plaintiff who did not exist in the eye of law. The Court below was in obvious 
error in thinking otherwise and allowing the name of Manohar Lai to be added 
as proprietor of the original plain tiff Jai Jai Ram Manohar Lai, which %ms neither 
a legal entity nor an existing person who could have validly ipstituted the suit.” 

The High Court was also of the opinion that the substitution of the name of hlanohar 
Lai as a plaintiff during tlie pendency of the action took effect from I8th July, 1952, 
and the actionmustbedeemedtobeinstituted on that claterthe amendment could not 
take effect retrospectively and on the date of the amendment the a.ction svas barred 
by the la-w of limitation. The plaintiff has appealed to this Court witli Special Leave. 

I. (1961) 1 (S C.) 38: (1961) 1 An.W.R. 9S2. 

(S.C.) 3S:(1961) 1 S.C.J.283 : (1961) I S.C.R. 
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The order passed by the High Court cannot be sustained. Rules of procedure 
are intended to be handmaid to the administration of justice. A paily- cannot be 
refused just relief merely because of some mistake, negligence inadvertence or even 
infraction of the rules of procedure. The Court always gives leave to amend the 
pleading of a party, unless it is satisfied that the party applying was acting malafide„ 
or that by his blunder, he had caused injury to his opponent which m?,y not be com- 
pensated for by an order of cost. However, negligent or careless may have been the 
first omission, and, however, late the proposed amendment, the amendment may be 
allowed if it can be made without injustice to the other side. In Amulakchand Meiaa- 
ram and others v. Babulal Kanalal Taliwala^, Beaumont, C J., in delivering the judgment 
of the Bombay High Court set out the principles applicable to cases like the present 
and obsers'ed : 

“ the question -whether there should be an amendment or not really 

turns upon whether the name in which the suit is brought in tlie name of a non- 
existent person or tvhether it is merely a misdescription of existing persons. If the 
former is the case, the suitis a nullity and no amendment can cilre it. If the latter 
is the prima facie, there ought to be an amendment because tlie general rule, 

subject no doubt to certain exceptions, is that the Court should ahvays allow an 
amendment where any loss to the opposing party can be compensated for by costs.”" 

\n Arnulahchand Mevaararn’s case^ j'Hindxi'a.ndmdedfp.rmlY sued in its busmess name. 
It wa .5 not appreciated at an early stage of the suit that in fact the firm name svas not 
of a partnership, but was the name of a joint Hindu family. An objection sras rais- 
ed by the defendant that the suit as filed w.s not maintainable. An application to 
amend the plaint, by substituting the names of the three members of the joint family 
for the name of the family firm as plaintilFs, was rejected by the Court of First Ins- 
tance. In appeal the High Court observed that a suit brought in the name of a firm 
in a case nofsvithin Order 30, Civil Procedure Code being in fact a case of misdes- 
cription of existing persons, leave to amend ought to have been given. 

This Court considered a somewhat similar case in Purusholtam Umedbkai’s case-, 
A firm carrying on business outside India filed a suit in the firm name in the High 
Court of Calcutta for a decree for compensation for breach of contract. The plain- 
tiff then applied for amendment of the plaint by describing the names of all the part- 
ners and striking out the name of the firm as a mere misdescription. The applica- 
tion for amendment was rejected on the view that the original plaint was no plaint 
in law and it was not a case of misnomer or misdescription, but a case of a non-exis- 
tent firm or a non-existent person smng. In appeal, the High Court held that the 
description of the plaintiff by a firm name in a casesvhere the Code of Civil Procedure 
did not permit a suit to be brought in the firm name should properly be considered a 
case of description of the indi-vidual partners of the busmess and as such a misdescrip- 
tion which in law can be corrected and should not be considered to amoiuit to a 
description of a non-existent per^ion. Against the order of the High Court an appeal 
■was preferred to this Court. This Court obsers'ed (at p. 994) : 

“ Since , hossever, a firm is not a legal entity the privilege of suing in the name 
of a firmis permissible only to those persons who, as partners, are doing business in 
India. Such prhdiegeis not extended to persons who are doing business as part- 
ners outside India. In their case they still have to sue in their individual names. 
If, however, under some misapprehension, persons doing business as partners 
outside India do file a plaint in the name of “ their firm they are misdescribing 
themselves, as the suit instituted is by them, they being knosvn collectively as a 
firm. It seems, therefore, that a plaint filed in a Court in India in the name of 
of 3 firm doing business outside India is not by itself a nullity. It is a plaint by- 
all the psrtners of the firm with a defective description of tliemselves for the pur- 
pose of the Code of CivilProcedure. In these circumstances, a civil Court could 
— ■ 

1. (1933) 35 Bom-L-R. 569. W.R. (S C.) 38 : (1961) 1 S.C.R,982 : (1961) I 

2. (1961) 1 M.LJ. (SC) 38 :(1961) An. SCJ.5283. 
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permit, under tlie provisions of section 153 of the Code (or possibly under Order 6, 
rule 17, about which we say nothing), an amendment of the plaint to enable a 
proper description of the plaintiffs to appear in it in order to assist the Court in 
determining the real question or issue between the parties.’’ 

These cases do no more than illustrate the tvell-settled rule that all amendments 
should be permitted as may be necessary for the purpose of determining the real 
question in controversy between the parties, nr less by permitting tlie amendment 
injustice may result to the other side. 

In the present case, tlie plaintiff is-as carry'ing on business as commission agent 
in the name of “ Jai Jai Ram hlanohar Lai The plaintiff was competent to sue 
in his oim name as Manager of the Hindu undivided family to -which the business 
helonged ; he says he sued on behalf of the family in the business name. The obser- 
vations made by the High Court tliat the application for amendment of the plaint 
■could not be granted, because there was no averment therein tliat the misdescription 
■^ras on account of a hona fide mistake, and on that account the suit must fail, cannot 
be accepted. In our view, there is no rule that unless in an application for amend- 
ment of the plaint it is expressly averred that the error, omission or misdescription 
is due to a bona fide mistake, tlie Court has no power to grant leave to amend the 
plaint. The power to grant amendment of the pleadings is intended to serve the 
■ends of justice and is not governed by any such narro^v or technical limitation. 

Since the name in which the action was instituted was merely a misdescription 
■of tlie original plaintiff,no question of limitation arises ; the plaint must be deemed 
on amendment to have been instituted in the name of the real plaintiff, on the date 
on which it originally instituted. 

In our -view, the order passed by the trial Court in granting the amendment -was 
clearly right, and the High Court ims in error in dismissing the suit on a technicality 
wholly unrelated to the merits of tlie dispute. Since all this delay has taken place 
and costs have been throun aivay, because the defendant raised and persisted in a 
plea which had no merit even after the amendment iras allowed by the trial Court, 
he must pay the costs in this Court and tlie High Court. The appeal is allowed and 
the decree passed by the High Court is set aside. It appears tliat tlie High Court 
has not dealt with the appeal on the merits. The proceedings ivill stand remanded 
to the High Court for disposal according to law on the merits of the dispute between 
the partie;. 

S.V.J. Appeal allowed. 

THE SUPREhlE COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Presext : — -J. C. Skah axd A. N. GnotmR, JJ. 

S. Jhansi Lakshmi Bai and others . . Appellants* 

V. 

Pothana Appa Rao and odiers .. Respondents. 

Succession Act {XXXIX of 1925), section 105— L-gacy — L‘‘gatee not surviving the 
testator — Lapse — Intention to exclude lapse, when can be irferred. 

Request — Fund to be utilised in equal moieties for two purposes — Failure of one purpose if will 
result in a moiety of the ammmt devised falling into the residue. 

The fimd ims devised for the construction of a Ramamandiram at Rajavaram 
village and for “celebrating the marriage and other auspicious functions ” of 
Seetlinratnam. Smeeno part of thefundwas needed forthe benefit of Scetliaratnam, 
the legacy failed pro-lanto and fell into the residue. Under tlie iviJI Mangamma, 

■ wifCDf tlret esiato r wa s made-the-esvner-tlie residue, but by her death during the 
1 


• C.A. No. 445 of 1966. 
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lifetime of Appanna the residuary bequest lapsed and vested as on intestacy in 
the plaintiff and the 24th defendant. The devise of a moiety of the fund to be 
applied for the construction of a Ramamandiram however stands good and the 
trust must be carried out. Afangamma is deadj but on that accoimt the charitable 
trust is not extinguished. The Trial Court must give appropriate directions for 
utilisation of that moiet}* for constructing a temple according to the direction of 
Appanna in the tsill. 

Section 105 of the Indian Succession Act enacts that a legacy shall lapse and 
form part of the residue of the testator’s property if the legatee does not survive 
the testator except where it appears by the uill that the testator intended that the 
l^aca* shall on the l^atee not surviving him go to some other person. It is 
difficult to agree that the intention of the testator that a legacy shall not lapse may 
be given effect to only if the testator expressly directs that if the legatee dies during 
his lifetime the legacy shall go to some other person^ and that intention to 
exclude lapse cannot be inferred. Section 105 (1) does not say, nor does it 
imply, that the testator must have expressly envisaged the possibility of lapse 
in consequence of the legatee djhig during his lifetime and must have made a 
provision for that contingenc}*. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, da.ted the 9 th March, 
1964 of the Andhra Pradesh High Court in Letters Patent Appeal No. 2 of 1963. 

M. G. Chagla^ Senior Advocate, {T. Satyanarayana, Advocate with him), for 
Appellants. 

P. Ram Reddy, Senior Advocate, {K. Jayaram, Advocate with him), for Res- 
pondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

ShahyJ . — One Appaima died on 12th March, 1953, leaving him surviving no 
tsife or lineal descendant. Subba Rao claiming to be the father’s sister’s son of 
Appaima instituted Suit No. 64 of 1953 in the Court of the Subordinate Judge, Eluru, 
for partition and separate possession of his half share in the properties described in 
Schedules A, B, C, D and E. The plaintiff claimed that Appanna died intestate, 
and that he and his brother Venugopala Rao were the nearest heirs entitled to the 
entire estate of Appanna. To this suit were impleaded Pothama. Apparao (husband 
of the sister of Mangamma, svife of Appanna), his children, certain relations of 
Alangamma and the tenants on the lands in suit. Venugopala Rao ivas impleaded 
as the 24th defendant. The suit was defended by Pothana Apparao and others 
contending, inter alia, that Appanna had made and executed a will on 14th July, 
1948, devising his property in favour of various legatees and the plaintiff’s suit for a 
share in the property was on that account not maintainable. The trial Court held 
that Appanna of his free will and while in a soimd state of mind had executed the 
AvUl on 14th July, 1948, whereby he disposed ofhis properties described in Schedules 
A, B, C, D and E, but the Court held that tlie disposition of the property in Schedules 
C and E lapsed because Alangamma who was a legatee of the properties died before 
the testator, and that the direction in the will tliat ^^•hateve^ remained out of the 
Schedule E property after the lifetime of Alangamma shall pass to VenkatasiNumy^ 
and Seshagirirao defendants Nos. 3 and 2 respectively or tlieir descendants was void 
and incapable of taking effect. The learned Judge accordingly passed a decree in 
favour of the plaintiff and the 24th defendant for possession of properties described 
in Schedules G and E. ' 

In appeal to tlie High Court of Andlira Pradesh, Ghandrasekliar Sastry, J., 
allonxd the appeal filed byPotliana Apparao and his two sons Venkaiaswamy and 
Seshagirirao, and dismissed the claim of the plaintiff in respect of Schedules 
G and E properties. An appeal under the Letters Patent filed by the plaintiffs- 
against the judgment of Ghandrasekliar Sastry, J., was dismissed. 

It has been concurrently found by all the Gourts tliat svhen he was in a sound 
and disposing state of liiind Appmina executed on 14th July, 1948, the svnil set up by’ 
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the defendants. In an appeal with Specia,! Leave this Court will not ordinarily allow 
a question about due execution to be canvassed, and our attention is not invited to 
any exceptional circumstances which may justify a departure from the rule. 

The only question which survives for consideration relates to the true effect of 
tlie dispositions made by the svill in respect of Schedule G and Schedule E properties. 
The relevant provisions of tlie will may first be set out ; 

“ I am now about forty years of age. I do not have male or • female issue. 
* * Aly wife is alive. * * and with the fear that I may not 

survive I have made the following provisions in respect of my immovable and 
movable properties to be given effect to. 

* * . Jl: * ♦ , 

I have given power to my wife Alangamma to sell the immovable property 
mentioned in the G Schedule hereunder and utilise the amount for celebrating 
the marriage and other auspicious functions of Tholeti Narasimha Rao’s daughter 
Seetliaratnam mentioned in the B Schedule and for constructing a Ramamandiram 
in Rajavaram village in my name. 

* ♦ * * ♦ 

The immovable propert}' mentioned in the E Schedule hereunder shall be 
enjoyed by my ■wife Mangamma svith all powers of disposition by . way of gift> 
sale, etc. Whatever remains out of the said E Schedule mentioned immovable 
property after her lifetime, (the said property) shall pass eitlier to the said Ven- 
kataswamy and Seshagiri or their descendants. * * In tlie event 'of my 

avife taking a boy in adoption the property mentioned in the E Schedule hereunder 
shall pass to the said adoptee witir all poavers of disposition by aray of gift, saw 
etc., after her lifetime. * ♦ • ♦ 

If, for any reason, the properties and rights do not pass.to the individuals men- 
tioned in the aforesaid paras, such properties and. rights shall be enjoyed by my 
avife Alangamma avith absolute rights.” : ... 

Appanna had directed his avife Alangamma to sell the properties described in 
Schedule G and to utilise the proceeds for tavo purposes, “ celebrating the marriage 
and other auspicious functions ” of Seetliaratnam, and “ for constructing a Rama~ 
mandiram in Rajavaram village V in' his' name. But the marriage of Seetharatnam 
avas celebrated during the lifetime of Appanna, and expenses in that 'behalf avere 
defrayed by Appanna, and no expenses remained to be incurred after the death of 
Appanna.. Alangamma had no beneficial' interest in Schedule G property. She 
avas merely appointed to sell the'property and to utilise the proceeds for the purposes 
•specified in the avill. The trial Judge clearly erred in holding that the estate lapsed 
because Alangamma died during the lifetime of Appanna. In the view of Chandra- 
sekhar Sastry, J., since there ivas a joint request for two purposes, and one of the 
purposes for which the Schedule G properties were devised svas accomplished by 
Appanna the bequest in its entirety must enure for tile remaining purpose, t.r., cons- 
tructing a Ramamandiram, and the plaintiff’s claim for possession of the C Schedule 
properties must fail. The learned Judges of the High Court agreed with that view. 

But there avas no “joint bequest ” of the properties. In the absence of alloca- 
tion of the amounts to be utilised for “ celebrating tlie marriage and other auspicious 
functions ” of Seetharamam and for constructing a Ramamandiram, it must be pre- 
sumed that the fund avas to be utilised in equal moietiesfor the two purposes. Failure 
bf one of the purposes will result in a moiety of the amount devised falling into the 
residue.' 

InJogeswarNarain Deo v. Ram Chmd D;iU and others^ a devise under the svill of a 
Hindu testator who had given a four-anna share of his estate to his daughter and her 

. I. (1896) L.R. 23 I.A. 37, 43 : 6 M.L.J. 75. 
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son for their m^-mtenance ivith power of mating alienation thereof by sale or gift 
fell to be construed. The Judicial Co mmi ttee held tha.t on a true construction of 
the svill each took an a.bsolute interest in a. tvvo-anna sha.re in the esta.te. In dealing 
•with the contention that there a joint estate granted to the daughter and her 
son the Judicial Committee observed ; 

, " Mr. Branson * * maintained^ upon the autho- 

rity* of Vydinada v. Kagammal'^ that, by the terms of the will of the Rani and the 
appeUant became, in the sense of English law, joint tenants of the 4-annas share of 
Silda, and not tenants in co mm on ; and that her alienation of her share before it 
w?.s severed, and -without the consent of the other joint tenant, was ineffectual. 
The circumstances of that case appear to be on all fours svith the circumstances 
■which occur here, and, if well decided, it would be a precedent exactly in point. 
There are two substantial reasons why it ought not to be followed as an authority. 
In the first place, it appears to their Lordships that the learned Judges of the High 
Court of Madras were not justified in importing into the construction of a Hindu 
svffl an extremely technical rule of English conveyancing. The principle of 
joint tenancy a.ppears to be unknosMi to Hindu law, except in the case of 
coparcenary between the members of an undivided family.” 

That principle a.pplies here. The fimd was devised for the construction of a Rama- 
m^iram a.t Rajava.ram vnllage and for “ celebrating the marriage and other aus- 
picious functions ” of Seetharatnam. Since no part of the fund was needed for the 
benefit of Seetharatnam, the l^acy faded pro-lanto and fell into the residue. Under 
the -tvill Manga.mma was made the owner of the residue, but by h er death during the 
lifetime of Appanna tae residuary bequest lapsed 'and -vested as on intestacy in the 
plaintiff and the 2-ith defendant. The devise of a moiety of the fund to be applied 
for the construction of a Ramamandiram however stands good and the trust must be 
carried out. Mangamma is dead, but on that account the charitable trust is not 
extinguished. The trial Court must give appropriate directions for utilisation of 
that moiety for constructing a temple according to the direction of Appaima in the 
will. 


The testator gave to his wife Mangamma a.n absolute interest in the E Schedule 
properties, for she svas invested svith all powders of disposition “by ■\\'ay of gift, sale, 
etc.” The -tvill then preceded to direct that -^vhatever remained out of the E Sche- 
dule properties after her death shall pass to Venkat?.swamy and Seshagirirao. If 
Alangamma had survived Appanna, probably be devise in favour of Venkataswamy 
and Seshagirirao may have faded, but that question does not arise for consideration. 

Section 105 of the Indian Succession Act, 1925, which applies to the -wills of 
Hindus provides : 

“(1) Ifthel^atee does not survive the testator, the legacy cannot take effect, 
but shall lapse and form part of the residue of the testator’s property, unless it 
nppears by the wdl that the testator intended that it should go to some other 
person. 

( 2 ) * * * * 

Mr. Chagla for the plaintiffs contends that the estate in the E Schedule properties 
devised in fa.vour of Mangamma lapsed, for, there was nothing in the will which 
expressly provided that in the event of Mangamma dying during the testator’s life- 
tune, tlie devise in favour of 'Venkataswamy and Seshagirirao shall be accelerated 
Counsel relies upon the judgment of Wickens, V. G., in Rrowaev. Hope" and contends 
that a legacy does not lapse, if the testator does two things — ^he, in clear words, 
excludes lapse ; and he clearly indicates the person who is to take the legacy in case 
the legatee should die in his lifetime. In Browne's case- the testator gave, by his will, 
the residue of his estate to trustees to pay and transfer the same to seven named 
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legatees in equal sha.res as tenants in common, and their respective executors, 
administrators and assigns and he declared that such shares shall be vested 
interests in each legatee immediately upon the execution thereof, and that the 
shares of the married woman shall be for their separate use. It svas held that the 
share of one of the legatee; — a married woman — ’Who died after the date of the will, 
but before the te5ta,tor, did not belong to her husband, who W'as her legal personal 
representative, and it lapsed. 

Counsel says that the rule of interpretation as enunciated by Vice-Chancellor 
IVickens is incorporated in section 105 of the Indian Succession Act, 1925. He 
submits that a legac)' will not lapse only if the testator by express direction excludes 
lapse, and indicates clearly the person •who shall tahe the legacy if the legatee dies 
during his lifetime. 

"iVe are concerned to construe the provisions of section 105 of the Indian Suc- 
cession Act. That section enacts that a legacy shall lapse and form part of the 
residue of the testator’s property if the legatee does not survive the testator except 
where it appears by the will that tlie testator intended that tlie legacy shall on the 
legatee not surviving him go to some other person. We are unable to agree that 
the intention of the testator that a legacy shall not lapse may be given effect to only 
if the testator expressly directs that if the legatee dies during his lifetime the legacy 
shall go to some other person, and that intention to exclude lapse lannot be inferred. 
Section 105 (1) does not say, nor does it imply, that the testator must have expressly 
envisaged the possibility of lapse in consequence of the legatee djing during his 
lifetime and must have made a provision for that contingency. 

In In re. Lawman Desenish v. Pester''- a testator, who under a settlement 'ss'as abso- 
lutely entitled to a moiety of the proceeds of a certain real estate under a trust for 
sale, by his will devised that real estate by its proper description, together with certain 
real estate ofhis oum, to trustees, to the use o^H, for life,' svith remainder to trustees 
to preserve the contingent remainders’, with remainder to the use of the first and 
other sons of H successively in tail male, -svith rema.inder to the use of the first and 
other sons ofhis niece E successively in tail male, with remainder to tlie use of the 
first and other sons of his niece M successively in tail male, svith remainder to the 
use of the first and other sons ofhis niece /^successively in tail male, svith remainder 
.over. H survived the testator and died a bachelor, JW also survived the testator 
and died unmarried. IS was still alive but unmarried and seventy years of age. jP had 
two sons, the eldest of svhom died before the testator. It svas held that when 
there are in a svill successive limitations of personal estate in favour of several persons 
absolutely, the first of those persons who survives the testator takes absolutely, 
although he would have take nothing if any previous legatee had survived and had 
taken the effect of the failure of an earlier gift is to accelerate, not to destroy, the 
later gift. 

This rule ivas applied in In re. Dimslan, Dunslan v. Dunslan-. A testatrix by her 
svill gave freeholds absolutely' to A, subject to the bequest that vs'hatever out of the 
freeholds should remain after ff’s death shall be given to a named charity. It ims 
held tliat if d had survived tlie testatrix the gift to the charity would have been 
repugnant and void, and A would have taicen the freeliolds absolutely. But since 
A died in the lifetime o*" tlie testatrix, the doctrine of repugnancy did not < ppl>> 
and the gift to charity ivas accelerated and took effect. 

Mangamma died during the lifetime of the testator : thereby the estate in 
Schedule E properties granted to Venkataswamy and his brodicr Seshagirirao 
•was accelerated. The plaintiffs are tliereforenot entitled to any share in Schedule E 
properties. 

The decree of the High Court is modified. It is declared that there is intestacy 
in respect of a half share in tlie fund arising by sale of Schedule C properties, and the 
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plaintiff and the 24th defendant are entitled to take that half share in the fund. It 
is directed that the Trial Court till issue appropriate directions for application of 
the other half of the fund arising by sale of Schedule G properties for constructing 
Ramamandiram at Rajavaram village as directed by the testator in his mil. Subject 
to this modification the appeal will be dismissed. The appellant will pay 3/4th of 
the costs of the contesting respondents in this Court. 


V.M.K. 


Order accordingly. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 
(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 


Present J. M. Sheeat and V. Bhargava, JJ. 

The Tulsipur Sugar Go., Ltd. . . Appellant^ 


The State of Uttar Pradesh and others 


Respondents. 


U. P. Industrial Disputes Act (XXVIII of 1947), sections 6 and 6-A and Civil Procedure- 
Code (F of 1908), section 152 and Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules (1957), R-25 
—Effect of section 6 and 6-A— Award by Labour Court— Correction— IP hen can be made 
-—Timel limit for making such correction — Correctional Jurisdiction under section 6 (6) 
identical to section 152, Civil Procedure Code and Rule 28, Industrial Dispu’es Ru’es. 

The provisions of section 6 and 6-A make it clear that whereas tlie former 
proHdes for the asvard becoming final, the latter provides for its enforceability 
and the time from which it has to be implemented the two characteristics of the 
award i.e. its finality on publication and its enforceability imder sectian 6-A are 
distinct, having different points of time and should not be mixed up, for though, 
an award has become final on its publication under section 6 it becomes enforce- 
able in accordamce with and subject to the eventualities provided in section 6-A. 
There are thus three different stages in the ca«e of an assT.rd (1) ivhen it is signed 
by the adjudicating authority ( 2 ) when it is published by the Sta.te Government 
in the prescribed manner and (3) when it becomes enforceable. Even though 
an award may become final omits being published, it becomes enforceable subject 
to expiry of the different periods and events prescribed in section 6-A. 

The scheme of sections 6 and 6-A is to retain a certain amount of control over 
aw’ard, including an aibitration asvard. An award does not become final as it 
ordinarily 'would be ■when the adjudicating authority signs it but becomes final 
when it is published in the manner prescribed by the State Government. The 
word ‘ subject to the provisions of section 6-A ’ in sub-section (5) of section 6 
means that though an award has become final on its being published it does not 
immediately or automatically begin to operate as that finality is subject to the 
expiry' of periods and the pow'ers of the State Government under section 6-A. 

The correctional jurisdiction is limited only to cases where clerical or arith 
metical mistakes or errors arising from an accidental slip or omission have occurred. 
Sub-section (6) of section 6 do« not laydovsnanyin any e.xpress terms and time 
limit within w'hich correctional jurisdiction is to be exercised. It contemplates a 
correction botli before and after the publications of the award. Laying do-^sn by 
implication the time limit during wffich the correctional jurisdiction under section 
6 (6) can be e-xercised upto the time of the award becoming final under section 
- 6 (5) or becoming enforceable under section 6-A creates difficulties, besides, it 
would appear, being contrary to the provisions of these tsvo sections and is there- 
fore not commendable. The correctional jurisdiction conferred on the adjudicat- 
ing authority under section 6 (6) is in terms identical ■with one conferred under 
section 152, Civil Procedure Code and rule 28 of the Industrial Disputes (Central) 
Rules, 1957 and is in consonance wnthtlie first and foremost principle that no party' 
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should suffer any detriment on account of mistake or an error con^tted by a 

adjudicating authority. The circumstance that the proceedings 

Court and a tribunal are deemed to be concluded under secUon ^ , 

award becomes enforceable or tha.t thereupon they become jvn^fijs jjfjA 

also be no ground for inferring any Imitation of tme m section ^ i 

there are no compelling reasons to read into section 6 (6) any such limi - ) 

implication. 

It may be that the correction of an au-ard might to a certain ^ent 
unsettling effect to ^vhat svas already becomesetffed, but the cor^ecUon is not^a 
■due to any fault of the parties but of the adjudicating a.uthor^ o.. • 

slip or omissions cannot be allowed to pr^udice the interest of the par 

Held, Onfacts, There is no question that there was an error in the 
an accidental omission on tlie part of the Labour Court, which error ^ 
had the jurisdiction to correct under section 6 (6). The error was Aat 
no direction inthe a w.rd as to the date from ivhich the fitmmt of the t 
men in the said grades and are retdsed scales should take effect, ansmg 
accidental omission to answer that part of the reference. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and -Order, dated the 21st 
ber, 1966 cftlie Allahabad High Cohrt, Lucknow Bench m Special App 
Ho. 76 of 1966. 

Dr. L. M. Singhm, Senior Advocate {B. Datla and D. H. ^^lsra 
and J. B. Dadackattji and 0. C. Mathir, Advocp.tcs o£ Mjs. J. B. Dadachanj 
Co., with him), for Appellant. 

0. P. Rana, Advocate, for Respondents No. 1. ' 

J. P. Goyal, Sohhag Mai Jain and S. P. Singh, Advocates, for Responden 
No. 4. 

The Judgment of the Court %\-as delivered by 

Skelat, J.—Two questions arise for determination in this appeal, by Specia 
Leave, against the jud^ent of the AppeUate Bench of the High Co^t 
namely, (1) whether a correction in its award by the Labour Court, Lncto . 
was one of an error arising from an accidental omission ssathm the meaning ol serao 
6 (6) of the U. P. Industrial Disputes Act, XXVIII of 1947 (heremafcr referred 
as the Act), and (2) whether, even if it was so, it could so correct after its assara 
was published and had become enforceable. 

The Central Wage Board Jor silgar mdustry, appointed by the Union 
ment for determining a ss'age-structure, revision of categories of workmen, iheir 
ment into such categories and for fixing the principles goyemmg the grant ol Donu., 
had made certain recommendations. Amongst its recommendaUons, 

Board had recommended that its decision slmuld be brought it 

November, 1960. By its notification, dated 2/th April, 196I,theU.P. 
accepted those recommendations including the one that they should be Drought i 
force with effect from 1st November, 1960. On a dispute havmg arisen betsseen n 
appeUant-company and its workmen on' the company failmg to 
said recommendations, the State Grovemment referred it to the La our . , 

adjudication under section 4 (fc) of the Act. The dispute involved t"’o question y 
whether the company should fit the workmen named m the reference in the rc 
categories and in the new svage scales and (2) if so, with effect from s' <- ..h^k- 

its award dated 6th November,i963theLabour Court held that two 
men should be fitted in Grade II (R) and Grade IV respectively and directed the 
company to do so svithin one month after the award became enforceable, it, n 
ever, omitted to fix the date from which such fitment should Imve • 

ythDecember, iSfig, the said award was published m the State Gazette. Th 
pany tliereafter fitted the two is-orkmen m the said hvo grades from a date, one m 
hence after the award became eifforceable and not from ist i the 

workmen’s tmion thereupon apphed to the Labour Court to amend its asvar 
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ground that 'thad omitted to ans^ver the second question arising under the reference 
and the Labour Court accordingly amended its award directing that the two work- 
men should be placed in the sa,id grades \vith effect from 1st r^ovember^ 1960. The 
■order amending the said award wasga.zetted on 20th June, 1964. The company filed a 
petition in the High Court for certiorari and for quashing the said order of amendment. 
Nigam, J., who heardthe petition in the firstinstance dismissed itholdingthat (1) tlie 
Labour Court made an error arising from an accidental omission to answer the said 
second question and therefore had the power to correct it under section 6 (6) of the 
Act, and (2) ev'en if there -was no such error arising from accidental omission, the 
amendment merely provided ^vhat was already contained in the notification, dated 
27th April, 1961, that once the Labour Court had directed the company to fit the 
av'orkmen in the sa.id grades, such fitment had, imder the force of that notification, 
to take effect from 1st November, 1960, and tha.t that result was arrived, at not by 
reason of the correction of the award hut by force of the original award read svith 
the said notification. On a Letters Patent Appeal having been filed against the said 
judgment, the Appella-te Bench of the High Court agreed tvith Nigam, J., that the 
correction amounted to one of an error arising from the a.ccidental omission to answer 
the said second question ‘ivithin the scope of section 6 of tb e Act. The Appella te 
Bench, however, proceeded to examine the various provisions and the scheme of the 
Act and held > D that the jurisdiction of the Labour Court vmder the Act was of a 
limited character, (2) that_ it gets seisen of an industrial dispute only when its 
jurisdiction is invoked by a reference under section 4 (/;) or by a voluntary reference 
to arbitration under section 5-B, (3) that under section 4^'D proceedings before it 
are deemed to cammence from the date of such reference and are deemd to be 
completed on the date when its ward becomes enforceable, (4) that its jurisdiction 
■which emanates from the reference gets exhausted on the completion of the proceed- 
ings before it and the Labour Court itself becomesjhac^w officio on the date wh^ its 
award becomes final and enforceable, (5) that it cannot thereafter reconstitute itplf 
■or take seisen of a dispute, which it has already adjudicated and proceedings rela ting 
to it have become concluded, without a fresh raerence and (6) that,therefore, its 
•correctional jurisdiction under section 6 (6), unlike that of a civil Court tmder 
section 152 of the Code of Civil Procedure, is not unlimited. The Appellate Bench 
■on this reasoning held that the two extreme points during which the Labour Court 
■could correct its award were the date of its signing it and the date -svhen the a'ward 
becomes final and enforceable. Consequendy, the Labour Court held no jiuis- 
■diction to correct the a'ward after it became final and enforceable, i.e., after 7th 
Jantrary, 1964, on expiry of 30 days from 7th December, 1963, when itwas published 
and the correction therefore was in excess of its jurisdiction and invalid. The 
Appellate Bench however declined to issue the writ on the ground that the correc-- 
tion did no more than doing justice to the workmen by ordering implementation of 
the said notification on 27th April, 1961, and observing that eqrity was on the side 
■of the two workmen dismissed' the appeal as also the said petition. 


Dr. Singh'vi, who, on behalf of the company, disputed the correctness of the 
judgment contended that (a) no clerical or arithmetical error through any acci- 
dental slip or omission had arisen, tha.t section 6 (6), therefore, did not apply to 
the facts of this case and if at all, the application ought to have been imder secticm 
11-B, ivhich hoivei'er, was never inv'oked ; (6) that power under section 6 (6) 

■could be exercised only until the date on which the said award became enforceable 
and not thereafter that the correctional jurisdiction imder section 6 (6) is not wdth- 
■out any limit as to time within which it could be invoked or exercised and ei^ired 
■Or exhausted itself when tlie award became final j (c) that the principles of indus- 
trial law postulate the finality of an aw'ard made tmder it and that subject to excep- 
tions as in section 6-A once the award had become final it did not contemplate any 
disturbance of it by amendment or otherwise and (d) that the High Court was in 
error in refusing remedy on a supposed consideration of equity once it found lack of 
jurisdiction in the Labour Court as it in fact did and therefore ought to have issued 
the remedial writ and quashed the impugned order of correction. 
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As already stated, the ^Vage Board had recommended revised "srage scales, 
revised categories and fitment of "ivorhmen in their respectrv^e categories on the 
res'ised \vzge scales as from 1st November, I960. The State Government had 
accepted those recommendations fully including the date of their implementation 
and the consequent fitment of ^v'orfcmen in appropriate categories and revised 
wage scales. Its notification made it clear that such fitment on the res’ised wage 
scales shotdd be as recommended by the Wage Board as from 1st November. 1960- 
In the belief, perhaps, that the said recommendations and their acceptance by the 
Government were not binding on it, the company did not implement them and 
hence tlie imion raised the dispute which was ultimately referred to the Labour 
Couit. The terms of that reference leave no doubt that it comprised of two ques- 
tions (1; offitmentand (2) the date from which it was to have effect. Theaward 
of the Labour Court that the company was liable to fit the two worimen in grades 
II and IV respectK-ely and pay them at the revised scales in respect of these grades 
s\as binding and therefore the company was liable to carry out the fitment and pay^ 
the revised scales in accordance with such fitment. But the award did not decide 
or fix the date from which the said fitment when made, wrs to have effect. As 
rightly held by tlieHigh Court, the Labour Court thus omitted to answer the second 
question as it .was bound to do and the reference remained partly imadjudicated. 
The Labour Court, no doubt, did direct that the award should "be implemented 
witliin one month after it became enforceable imfier the Act, f.r., on or before 7tfa 
February, 1964. But that direction meant only th^t the company should fit the two 
workmen in the two grades it had ordered and still left the question, as to the date 
from w’hich such fitment was to htve effect, unanswered. Thus, the fact that the 
Labour Court fliiled to answer the second question admits of no doubt. There can 
also be no doubt that since the fir.st question was aiins'ered by it in accordance with 
the IVage Board’s recommendjtions and the Governments n.otifiration accepting 
them fully', if its attention had been drawn it woutd in all prooabiiity have answ'ered 
the second question also in consonance with thes^ recommendations and the said 
notification. There is, therefore, no question tliat there was an error in the award 
due to an accidental omission on the part of die Labour Court, w’hich error it un- 
doubtedly' had the jurisdiction to correct under seinion 6 (6). Tlie error was that 
there was no direction in the award as to the date from which the fitment of the two 
workmen in the said grades and the revi.scd scales should take effect, arising fix)m 
an accidental omission to anssver that part of the reference. 


The next question is whetlier there is under the Act any time limit within w'hich 
the correcticn of the asvard can be made. The impugned correction, no doubt,, 
was made by tlie Labour Court after its award haq become final and enforceable. 
Tlie principal premise in the High Court’s reasoning as also in that of Counsel for 
the company' was that the jurisdiction of the Labour Court to correct the award 
ceased when the award became final and enforceable. It may oe obseived at the 
very outset that no time limit wathin which such correction can he made had been 
laid dowm in any express terms in section 6 (6). The question, tlierefore, is sdiether 
any such time limit can be inferred either from section 6 or from the other provisions 
of the Ac.. Section 4 (k) enables the State Govemxtieait to refer an industria. dispute 
which eitlier exists or is apprehended to the Labour Court if the matter of tlie indus- 
trial dispute is one of those contained in the First Schedule to tb.e Act or to a Tribunal 
if it is one contained in the first or tlie Second Schedule. Even if the dispute relates 
to a matter in the second Sciiedule, if it is not likely to affect more tlian 100 iTOrkmen, 
the Gfovemment can, if it so thinks fit, refer such n dispute to the L.ahour Court. 
Under section 5-B where any industrial dispute eJtists or -is apprehended and the 
employer and the workmen agree, they' may' refer tlic dispute to arbitir tion of such 
person or persons including the presiding officer of a Labour Court or a Tribunal as 
may be specified in the arbitration agreement. Section 6 (I) enjoin^ upon the 
Labour Court and the Tribunal to which an indmitrial dispute is referred for ad- 
judication to hold its proceedings expeditiously and submit its award to the State 
Go\-cmment as soon as it is practicable on the oniclusion thereof. Sub-section 3 
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the State Government before publication of an 
bunal to remit it for its reconsidera.tion and provides 

it shaU submit its a.vard to the Gover^ent and the State emment^shaU th^^ 

upon publish it in the award publ’hhed under sub-s*ection 3 

that subject to the provisions of section 6-A an a.v\ * “ - manner wha.tso- 

shall be final and shaU not be caJled in question suS provides 

ever. Section,6-A to the provhiom. -^ich section^^^^^^^^ 

by its sub-secuon 1 that an award, mclud -S ■ ^ . „^l3lJcation. The first 

enforceable on the expiry of 30 * if it is of the opinion that it is 

provho thereof empowers the ^ or State economy or social justice 

inexpedient on public grounds ^ declare bv notification in the 

to give effect to the whole or an> p<.rt expirv' of the said period 

official Gazette that it shall not Pn^albitration a.w2d shall not become 

of 30 dav-s. The second proviso given or obtained through 

enforceable if the State Government is Siou4 an award has been pub- 

collusion, fraud or misrepresentation. in j ...ould ordinarily become en- 

M mldn- section 6 (3) and has “^;'°™sr,rGoLnm«^^ can 

forceable on expiry of 30 daVa from sucih p ,,„Jer*sub-section 2 can withii 90 
make a declaration under the first rejecting or modifying it, in which 

days from its publication make an order before the State Legislature. Sub- 

event it has to lay the award and its said order More me b 

section 3 provides that if an avvnrd is rejec become enforceable within 15 

section 2 Ind is laid before the L^Ia^e Mome Mo 2 has 

days from the date it is so laid. of 90 davs referred to in sub- 

tekmade, it shall become 1 and 3, an award 

section 2. Sub-section 4 provides that su J , ^ be specified therein 

ffiall come into operation with me into operation on the date when the 

but where no such date is specified shall com 3^ as the case may be. 

award becomes enforceable under mb-sec --vg b clear that whereas the former 

The provisions ofsection 6 and section 6-A provides for its enforceability- and 

provides for the award becommg final, ^ characteristics of the 

the time from which it has to be imp /mforceability- under section 6-A, are 
award, i.e., its finaUty on pubUcaPon nnd "S ^ tb^efore, be mixed up, for, 

distinct, having different points of time an , under section 6 it becornes 
though an award has become final on _i s p eventualities provided in secbon 

■enforceable in accordance with and subje of an award ; (1) it 

^A. There are thus three differ^t ^ £5 published by the State Govem- 

signed by the adjudicating authority, (2) , b becomes enforceable. Even 

ment iu the prescribed manner and { ) , ^10. published, it becomes enforce- 

though an award may have beconm fina ® , pncfthe events prescribed in sechon 

ablelubject to the expiry of the different periods and tne 

? certain amount of control over 
The scheme of sections 6_and ^^l^g state Government. ^ award, 

award, including an arbitration award, .^^.puld be when the adjudicating 

therefore, does not become final as tt ‘ir - pp^bed in the manner prescribed 
authority signs it but becomes fcal "'"^^^^bliration the Government is given the 
by the State Government. Before sue fpr reconsideration and the State 


ment. Before such “pr reconsideration and the State 

.w the adjudiptmg authon y ins^ite ofits becoming 

Government has to publish it on its being , , . pp the expiry of 30 day's after 

feal on such publication it becomes rion f 11 of section 6-A. But it does not so 

it has become final as laid down by su s make a declaration under the first 

become enforceable if the Govemmen _ w avvard specifies a date which 

provision and an order under sub-se^on t j ‘^subject to the provi- 

p later than 30 day's after its pubheaPon. Th .. 


power to remit it to 
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sions of section 6-A” in sub-section (5) of section 6 must mean that though an a^s-ard 
has become final on its being published it does not immediately or automatical!)' 
begin to be operative as tliat finality is subject to the expirj' of periods and the poivers 
of the State Government under section 6-A. 

Having seen tlie effect of the provisions of sections 6 and 6-Aj ire have next 
to consider the scope of the correctional jurisdiction conferred on the adjudicating- 
authority under sub-section 6 of section 6. As already obseived, the sub-section, 
does not lay doun in any express terms any time limit uithin ivhich such jurisdiction, 
is to be exercised. It contemplates a correction both before and after the publica- 
tion of the award, t.e., after it has become final. If it is corrected before its publi- 
cation the correction would be carried out without anytliing further ha\'ing to be 
done. But if it is corrected after its publication and after it has become final, a cop)' 
of the order of correction has to be sent to the State Government and the prosdsions 
as to publication of an ats-ard under section 6 (3) are mutalis rmifandis applicable. 
The correctional jurisdiction is limited only to cases where clerical or arithmeticar 
mistakes or errors arising from an accidental slip or omission have occurred. Though 
section 6 (6) does not expressly proHde for any time limit, the High Court appears 
to have been much impressed by section 6-D ^vhich lays doun the two points as to- 
the commencement and the completion of proceedings before a labour Court and a. 
tribunal. From these tsvo limits it came to the conclusion that though ho time limit 
is expressly provided in section 6 (6) it must be inferred that the correctional jurisdic- 
tion under section 6 (6) can only be exercised upto the time that theaunrd becomes 
final and enforceable. It -will be observed that though section 6 (6) empowers all 
the three adjudicating authorities, namely, a labour Court, a tribunal and an arbi- 
trator, to correct the atsnrd, section 6-D lays down- the two points of commencement 
and completion of proceedings only in the case of a labour Court and a tribunal. 
Section 6-D, therefore, does not fiimkh an indication or a groimd for inferring a time 
limit in secdon 6 (6) in the case of an award by an arbitrator. Would that mean, 
that though, according to the High Court, there is a period within -rvhich a labour 
Court and a tribiuial can e.xercise the correcdonal jurisdicdon, there would be no 
such limit in the case of an award by an arbitrator ? In our vic'iv no such result 
could have been contemplated. It would thus, appear that the t\vo extremeties of 
time provided in section 6-D cannot be used as a ground for inferring a time-liinit 
for the correcdonal jurisdicdon under secdon 6 (6). " ' ■ 

Acceptance of.the High Court’s reasoning becomes still more difficult when -vve 
examine the premises of that- reasoning. -The High Court does" not appear to' be 
sure whether the linut as to time is to be the date of finality of the ats-ard or its en- 
forceability, for, it states that the correctional jurisdicdon can be exercised unril 
the atrard'has become final and enforceable.- As already stated, the concepts of 
finality and enforceability, of an award are distinct and have been dealt with by "the 
Legislature separately in sections 6 and 6-A. If it is to be’rea.soned tliat the correc- 
tional jurisdiction can be exercised till the date ss-hen the award is published and 
becomes final, such a reasoning -would be contraty to die provisions of section 6 (6) 
themselves which envisage correction of an aimrd even after it is published and has 
become final. Sub-section 6 expressly provides that ivhen so corrected, the order 
correcting it has to be published in the manner prescribed under and within the time 
provided in section 6 (3). " It is, tlierefore, manifest that die date wlien an award 
becomes final cannot be the date within which tlie power under section 6 (6) has to 
be exercised. If, it is to be held, on the other hand, that the power to correct is to 
be exercised until the aavard has become enforceable, the difficultyivould be that 
there is nothing either in secdon 6 or section 6-A or section 6-D wliidi warrants such 
a limitadon by implication. Is it diat an award is really final when it becomes 
enforceable ? Such a conclusion -would, firstly, be contrary to die clear language 
of section 6 and, secondly, would lead to a curious result though it has become 
final on publication, it is not really so, as tha. finality is suCject to the provisions of 
section 6-A. In that case, an aivard can be challenged in a Coiut during the interval 
between its publication and die date tvheri it becomes enforceable. That would be 
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sOj despite the clear language of section 6 (5) that an a^vard becoming fmal on publi- 
cation cannot thence be challenged in any Court ^vhatsoever. Laying down b)r 
implication the time limit during which the correctional jurisdiction imder section 
6 (61 can be exercised upto the time of the award becoming final under section 6 (5) 
or becoming enforceable under section 6-A creates difficulties^ bendes^ it would 
appear^ being contrary to the provisions of these t^vo sections and is therefore not 
commendable. The correctional jurisdiction conferred on the adjudicating autho- 
rity under section 6 (6) is in terms identical with the one conferred under section 152" 
of the Code of Civil Procedure and rule 28 of the Industrial Disputes (Central) 
Rules 1957 and is in consonance with the first and foremost principle that no party 
should suffer any detriment on account of a mistake or an error committed by an 
adiudicating authority. The circumstance that the proceedings before a labour 
Court and a tribunal are deemed to be concluded under section 6-D when their 
award becomes enforceable or that thereupon they become officio would also 
be no ground for inferring any limitation of time in section 6 (6), for^ that would 
also be the case in the case of a civil Court or an adjudicating authority tmder the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, even without a provision like section like section 6-D 
and yet the legislature has not chosen in the case of either of them to lay dosvn any 
limitation of time for exercising its correctional jurisdiction. In our view, there are 
no compelling reasons to read-iiito section 6 (6) any such limitation by implication. 

■\Ve are also not impressed svith the difficulty which the High Court supposed 
would result in case' section 6 (6) is interpreted as not having by implication any 
time limit wthin which the correctional power can be exercised by any of the three 
adiudicating authorities. The High Court felt that if there is no such time limit an 
award even after it has become enforceable and in some cases even implemented, 
would'be rendered unsettled. But as already stated, the power is a limited one 
which can be exercised only in cases where a "mistake clerical or arithmetical or an 
error arising from an accidental slip or omission has occurred. The award thus 
would have to be corrected "only within this' circumscribed field. It may be that 
the correction of an award might to a certain extent have an unsettling effect to 
what has already become settled, but the correction is made not due to any fault 
of tiie parties but of the adjudicating authority whose accidental slip or omission 
cannot be allowed to prejudice theinterests of the parities. We do not visualise any 
substantial hardship resulting from the exercise of this power %vhich the High Court 
thought might arise if an award is allowed to be amended even after it has become- 
enforceable or even if it has been enforced. A similar difficulty cam also be imagined 
when- a ^ivil Court exercises a similar power under section 152 of die Code of Civil 
Procedure But no ane has so far suggested'that because of Jiat difficulty a limi- 
tation must be inferred in that section. A similar d^culty would also arise under 
rule 28 of the Industrial Dispute (Central) Rules, i957. - But so far no one has read 
a similar limitation in the correctional power prosnded by that rule. 

In our view the error svhich the. Labour Court corrected clearly fell within 
section 6 (6) and could oe corrected even after the award h^ad become final as a. 
result of its having been published and had become raforceable under section 6-A. 
In this view it is not necessary to consider section i i-B or its effect ^pecially as it is 
nobody’s case that it was at an/ stage invoked or resorted to. In the vie>v tha t we- 
have taken it w.s section 6 (6) and not section ii-B which could on the facts of this 
ca'ce be resorted to. The appeal, therefore, is dismissed though for ^sons different 
from those given by the High Court. The appellant-compamy will pay the costs- 
of this appeal to tlie respondents. 

gyj Appeal dismissed.. 
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THE SUPPLEME COURT OF INDLA. 

CChnl Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J. G. Selah .and A. N. Groa'er.. JJ. 

;Mani Mani and otliers , . AppdlcrAs * 

Mari Joshua . . IksporJaz!. 

Siucemon Jet (XXXIX of 1925)3 section 180 — Doctrim of election — AppUcabUity of— 
Frincipic of compensation not recognised. 

The rule A\hich hp.s been embodied in section 180 of the Indian Successior Act 
does not recognise tlie Principle of Compensation. Under its proAosions if the 
legatee has been given any benefit under the sviU and his oas-d propertv- has also 
been disposed of by that A'cn,' Avili he must relinquish all the claims tmder the will 
if he choses to retain his property. 

Held, on facts after reading this aa-iU carefiiHVj that the testator intended to in- 
-clude properties gifted to Joshua by the Settlement of 1935 in the bequest AA-hich he 
made to hlani of tlie entire residence. Joshua aa-us thus put to election and could 
not claim tliose properties if he AA-ished to take the benefit under the aatU. It AA-as 
further held, on fact, that a Correct reading of the aaIII fExhibi* 3) yields the 
only result that the tesmtor Uthupu treat^ the entire Properties AA-hich had 
ibrmed ihe subject matter of gift or otherAsnse as his and AA'hich could be disjiosed 
of by him as he liked. 

Appeal by Special LeaA'e from the Judgment and Order dated the 3rd Februaiy, 
1965 of the Rerala High Court in .Appeal Suit No. 86 of 1960. 

S.y. Gupte, Senior Ads-ocate (A.S. Xambiar, AdA'oeate, A\-ith him) for .Appellants. 

Scajoo Prasad, Senior Ads'oeate (F. Kesata Pillai, AI.R.K. Pillai and iMiss Lily 
Thomas, .Advocates, Avith himj, for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court AA-as delh'ered by 

Grover, J . — This is an appeal by Special LeaA-e from a judgment of the Kerala 
High Court by AA-hich the suit instim-.ed by the respondent for recoAcry of properties 
<lescribed in Schedule .A of the plaint and for mesne profits etc. AA-as decreed in res-er- 
sal of the decree of the trial Cciut, dismissing the suit. 

Uthupu Alani Avho died in the year 1943 had three sons. The eldest son Udirp- 
pu died sometimes betAA-ecn 1929 and 1935. The second son Joshua is the respon- 
dent herein, the appellants being the third son Alani. Alani and Alariamma their 
mother and the AA'idoAv of Uthupu. Uthupu left some daughters also and appellant 
No. 3 Alani .Achamma is one of the daughters. The controA-ersy in the suit out of 
Avhich the appeal has arison AA-as confined to a residential house in anarea of 10 cents 
in Kottayam tOAA-n. This property along AA-ith scA-eral other properties originally 
“belonged to Uthupu aaEo made cert' in settlements folloAA-ed by aaIUs. The first 
setlement aaus made in the year 1102 AIE corresponding to 1927 .AD AA-hen Uduppu 
AA-as alh-e and Alani Alani AA-as not born. On 9tli October 1935 by means of another 
registered document (Exhibit A) called Udampady Uthupu settl^ properties thus : 
Those comprised in a Schedule AA-ere given to Mariamma, in B. .Schedule to Joshtta 
nnd in G Schedvie to A-Iani. The Schedules contained the foUoAA-ing properties — 

‘- To Alariamma (.A Schedule) 

Building constructed as Hall and the Cart-shed on 2 cents. 

To Joshua (B Schedule! 

Storied building and 30 cents garden land. 

To Alani Alani (G Schedule) 
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Four rooms facing West and 36 cents of garden land. ” 

It appears and it has been so found that mutations were effected of th e properties 
so setded in favour of the donees. Later on Uthupu executed a will which he put in 
an envelope and deposited it in the office of the District Registrar^ Kottayam in 
January', 1943. He executed a second wall in April, 1943 and kept it in custody of the 
District Registrar. He executed a third will (Exhibit 3) on 31st May, 1943 which ^vas 
his last will and testament. In this will he made a mention of the two settlements 
and the two previous svills and declared that the last will would be final and operative. 
His other d^a.rations and statements in the will (Exhibit 3; will be presently consi- 
dered a-s the entire controversy in the present litigation centres on a correct assess- 
ment and appraisal of their true scope and effect. It may be mentioned that by 
this wiU he left five items of properties to Joshua. These items included the proper- 
ties in G Schedule which had been given to Mani by the settlement of 1935 and the 
cartshed on two cents of land contained in Schedule A which had been given to 
Mariamma by that settlement. There was no specific mention in the will (Exhibit 
3 to the B Schedule properties which had been settled on Joshua in 1935. 

In 1955. Joshua filed a suit laying cla.im to the B Schedule properties settled on 
him in the year 1935. His case was founded principally on the allegation that B 
Schedule properties which had been settled on him in 1935 vested in him oy virtue 
■of the settlement and he was the owner thereof and that the five items of properties 
which ^ve^e left by the svill (Exhibit 3j were quite independent of and separate from 
the aforesaid B Schedule properties. In other w'ords he asserted that he had a right 
under the .vill to get the five items bequeathed to him therein in addition to the B 
Schedule properties which had been settled on him in the year 1935 and which 
■could not form the subject-matter of any bequest by Uthupu by reason of the said 
settlement. The position taken up on behalf of Mariamma, Mani etc. — the defen- 
•dants — ^was that the plaintiff had accepted che benefit imder the tvill by taking the 
■five items o^ properties bequeathed to him thereby which included the properties 
originally allott^ under the settlement of 1935 to Mariamma and Mani. He had 
thus exercised his right of election to taKe the properties imder die svill and was pre- 
cluded from asserting a.ny right to properties given to him under the settlement of 
1935. 

A number of issues were framed on the pleadings of the parties. The main 
question for consideration, however, was whether the settlement of 1935 had been 
given effect to and whether the plaintiff’s suit merited dismissal on account of the ap- 
plicability of the doctrine of election embodied in section 180 of the Indian Succes- 
sion Act (XXXIX of 1925). The trial Court held that the settlement of 1935 had 
been given effect to and mutations had been duly made in the revenue register in 
accordance with the settlement deed. It ivas found that the plaintiff had obtained 
title to and possession of the suit properties comprised in B Schedule in the settlement 
of 1935. The suit was dismissed on the ground that the will (Exhibit 3) clearly 
showed tha.t the testator purported to cancel the arrangement by the deed of settle- 
ment of 1935 and had made bequests under the ivill to the plaintiff of some of the 
properties which had been settled on Mariamma and Mani in the y'ear 1935. This 
attracted the rule contained in section 180 of the Succession Act and since the plain- 
tiffhad elected to accept the benefit imder the will he was not entitled to claim any 
right on the basis of the deed of settlement of 1935. 

The High Court acceded to the argument pressed on behalf of Joshua ivho iv.as 
the aopellant before it that on a proper reading of the u-Ll it could not be held that 
the testator professed to dispose of the suit properties ivhich had been gifted to the 
plaintiff by means of the serfement deed of 1935. The High Court w?.s influenced 
by the fact that there ivas no specific mention of these properties in the will and ac- 
cording to it mere general words of disposition could not be taken to contain an in- 
tention to deal itith the properties belonging to a third party, namely, the plaintiff. 
The folloiving part of the judgment may be reproduced : 
s c j— 19 
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“ Having due regard to these passages in the %’arious text-books based upon 
judicial decisions and -which have been placed before me by Mr. T. S. Krishna- 
moordiy Iyer and Mr. M. U. Isaac in my view, tlie decision rendered by the learn- 
ed Subordinate Judge that section 180 of tlie Indian Succession Act applied and 
tlrat the appellant has elected to take the benefit under the udll and therefore he 
cannot claim any further benefits on the basis of Exhibit A, cannot certainly be 
sustained. So far as I could see, there is no specific disposition of the property' al- 
ready given to the plaintiff under Exhibit A, b% thefatherin Exhibit 3. Nodoubt 
the fa.tlier has dealt with an item whicli was given under Exliibit A to the first de- 

- fcndant and a part of the item given to the 2nd defendant under Exhibit A in 

- Exhibit 3. If at all tlie question of the 'doctrine of election and the applicability' 
of section 180 of the Indian Succession Act comes into play, in my'vieiv, the elec- 
tion will really Itave to be made, not, by' the plaintid^ but by really' defendants one 
and two.” 

As the applicability' of die doctrine of the rule of election -will depend on a correct 
and true reading of die \\'ill (Exhibit 3) we proceed to notice the main recitals and 
other prominent features to be found in it. The testator in the very begiiming refer- 
red to the t\s-o settlements made by him in the years 1927 and 1935 and the t^ro %vills 
executed by him in the year 1943 ishich were deposited ivith the District Registrar, 
Kottayam. He said that by the first will ivhich he had executed he had invalidated 
the two deeds of settlement. He then made the second '»wll as he thought that some 
changes were necessary'. The diird u ill (Exhibit 3), u-as made because he felt 
pity' for Joshua whom he had apparendy' left no or very' little property by'his preHous 
•wills. This is what the testator said : 

“But, since there originated in me an idea, on seeing the desperate look and re- 
pen tantattitude.of my sor Joshua, that it is highly necessary to nullify- certain his- 

- toric statements made, in the previous will and also to alter the conditions, such 
as share of my assets willnot be gh'en to Joshua and to his children in casehe begets 
any', laid dou-n by me ou’ing to the ill-vviil I had towards Joshua, the eldest among 
the male children I have at present an'd towards the members of his trife’s house 

- because of certain reasons which I don’t now purport to describe herein, this will 
is executed again afresh; and diis alone will come into force after my- life-time.” 

He further said diat he had seven children alive at the time when the will was made, 
namely', tss-o sons and fiv'e daughters out of whom two were married. He directed 
that after his deatli his wife hlariamma u ould taRe th e entire income from his properti- 
es for meetting family e.xpeo'es and payment of revenue dues, etc. Then he made 
dispositions about payments in cash on the occasion of the marriage ofhis other dau- 
ghters, •ss'itli the exception of Acliamma, who was described to be v\-eakin health, and 
in his opinion, should not contract matrimony. An amount of Rs. 3,000 -vvas to be 
deposited in her name which she was entitled to withdraw if she vvas married. 
During- the period she remained unmarried she was entitled to take interest on that 
deposit for personal expenses. He gave other directions about arrangements for her 
residence etc., in case she remained unmarried. Then he proceeded to make the 
provision about bequests in these vvcrds : 

“ Tliough I had prov'ided in my previous will that my eldest son Joshua shall 
hav'C only some right in the nature of a life interest over my assets in respect ofsorae 

petty' items of profits; Therefore I hav e forgiver him and I hereby allow him, 

to enjoy for ever the immov'able properties described hereunder ; and my 
younger son Mani hlanl shall alone be the sole heir of the remaining eatire assets 
belonging to me. But, mv two sons shall become entitled to the properties allot- 
ted to tliem only after my two daughters arc married and the deposit is made in. 
Achamma’s name and all the litigations in whicli I am a party are ended ; and 
till tliat time my wife Mariamma shall take and conserve all the profits as describ- 
ed above in the status of an imdividcd family 

The only other declaration or statement in the will which deserves notice is tl,c 
following : — 
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“ This ^viIl is executed by resolving as these and totally changing all the deeds 
re<nstered by me prior to this and the wiU fcept in custody ; and this will alone 
shall, untes I act otherwise, be and ought to be in force in future. 

miite clear that the testator wassomehow under the impression thathe was 
nienrtrc^S revoke not only the previous wills but also the Uvo settle- 
SS?s including the one made in the year 1935. It appe^f that although by the 
re 2 is?ered deed of 1935 he had gifted certam properties to wife and Uvo sons he 
t^ntrht that he could undo what he ha d done by makmg a wiUby which he left yir- 
Sallv no property to Joshua since he was annoyed with him . Tha t is apparen tly the 
tually tio 3 V in the svill (Exhibit 3) in the very beginning that he 

W^ecSd\ ,will “ on 9th Makarom this year in a ccordance With law, invalidating 

the above uw deeds.” ■ . ' . 

relented in favour of Joshua and that is the reason why he made the wll 
state of mind continued to be the same, namely, he considered 
(&chibit 3) -DU ^ ^ ^ entitled to cancel all previous settlements and avails 

thatheayas ^®Pf ^"^Inan slate. The detailed bequests avhich he made 
and as 'ij 1 .uot'he meant to dispose of the entife estate mcludmg the pro- 

(Exhibit 3) the sXcUm of the settlement made in the year 1935. 

^rties '"hich h^d been th^jub^^^ avith the 

There are tavo ^ tUguerkt he could dispose of dr inTespect of which he could 

entire property avhi h the-footing that no title had passed to any of the 

makebeque.ts and Ifa ^ i^ the beginning 

donees ^der J^\jitt of Exhibit 3 that he had cancelled the previous settle- 

andtoavardsthe cmclud p ^gg^„jent avhich avould govern the disposition of 

ments and will an^d g^.gt % ‘ gVen i? it be assiiined,^as has been suggested, by 
properties would be Jegf— that the declaration about invalrdatmg 

learned executed in January 1943, 

the uvo deeds °I^«f.^®‘^V''4Vconclusion of the will (Exhibit 3) leaves no doubt 
the statement ™-^de toasn t only the previous avills.but also the registered 

?^*V-TSytlntTe leS executed in 1927 and 1935 res- 

deeds Jggd significant fact is that the testotor putyorted to give to Joshua 

pectivcly, included certaii properties which' had been given by 

five Items oIP^P^j^l. Mariamma and Mani. If the testator did not avant to 
the settlement orooerties avhich formed the subject-matter of gift in 

make any disposiUon ^ P ^ ^ to Joshua properties which had 

1935 *»= y*”" rJiS • lllSslouldhaiehapp'm^ only ifthe testa- 
been gifted ttlemcnt of 1935 as non-existent having been revoxed by him. 

tor avas treatmg readme: of the avill (Exhibit 3) yields the only result 

We are satisfied that a the mtire properties avhich had formed the sub- 

that the ■ ™^*ertS5hk aXvhid. conld be disposed of by hint as he 

The°High Gon^svas in erwr in disagreeing syith the trial Court or. this mat- 

ter * 

. Hounsel for the respondent is that tlie testator predomi- 

' The provision for Joshua avith avhom he had been annoy- 

nently mtended to m -x ^ comparatively less or no property bj the 

ed for -various reasons and a su^rgested that the testator could not have in- 

avills executed prior to . , f j already been gifted to Joshua in the year 1935 

tended to have mken aav^^ It is further point- 

of which nautatiou had P -g py jay that tlie properties avhich had been 

od ont that the ^^:J”°'J^'S?lrft b/ 3) to Mani A gr,». 

gifted to Joshua ui 193a ' statment in the tent boote on sviuch the 

deal of rehance has ^ '•^eoi 5 ions for the vieav that no case for election can 

High Court relied and c of the properties in question specifically and 

arile avhere *e testator doe, not dup^ m 

has merely us^ Jo have disposed of only that property_avhich avas his 

the testator should be t«- , , bequeath in laav. It is urged that, m 

ScVr?c^?S^e!'thrtLS-tort ^ already made a valid and legal settlement in 1935 
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of the suit property. He could not have thus dealt with or bequea thee that property 
and in the absence of express and specific mention in Exhibit 3 that he was doing 
so the rule of election would not be attracted. '' 

The circumstances in which election takes place are set out in section 180 of the 
Indian Succession Act. According to its provisions ‘ ‘ W'here a person Ijy his will pro- 
fesses to dispose of something which he has no right to dispose of^ the person to whom 
the thing belongs shall elect either to confinn such disposition or to dissentfrom it, 
and, in the latter case, he Shall give up any benefits which may have been provided 
for him by the %vill ”. The English law, however, applies the principle of compensa- 
tion also to election. It means th e electing lega tee has to compensate the disappoint- 
ed legatee out of the property given to him. As pOihted out in the Indian Succes- 
sion Act by N.C. Sen Gupta, page 295, the rule which has been embodied in section 
180 does not recognise the principle of compensation. Under its provisions if the 
legatee has been given any benefit under the will and his own property has also been 
<lisposed of by that very rvill he must relinquish all his claims under the ivill if he 
chooses to retain his property. It is not disputed, in the present case, that if the tes- 
tator has, by Exhibit 3, disposed of the property W'hich had been gifted to Joshua the 
rule embodied in section 180 %sould become applicable and Joshua cannot taKe the 
property rvhich had been gifted to him if he has chosen to retain the property 
bequeathed to him by the rvill. The question is r\'hether the testator having omitted 
to state in Exhibit 3 that he nns giving away the properties which had been gifted 
to Joshua in the year 1935 to Mani to whom only a residuary bequest of the entire 
Tcmaining assets had been made the principle of election will become inapplicable. 

Out attention has been invited on behalf of Joshua to the follo^ving observation 
•of the Master of Rolls in MtUer v. Thurgpod ^ : 

If a testator, having an undivided interest in any particular property, disposes 
of it specifically, and gives to the co-os\Terof the property a benefit under his will 
the Question of election arises. But if he disposes of it, not specifically, but only 
under general words, no question of election arises. ” 

But as pointed out in para. 1097, page 592, Halsbury’s Laws of England, Vol. 14, in 
■order to raise a case of election under a 'will it must be clearly shown that the testator 
intended to dispose of the particular property over which he had no disposing powen 
This intention must appear on the face of the null either by express words or by ne- 
cessary conclusion from the circumstances disclosed by the null. Tlie presumption, 
however, is that a testator intends to dispose of his own property and general words 
will not usually be construed so as to indude-other property^. In Whitlej v. Whiiley 
the wife of the testator tms entitled to a share of the produce of the R. estate, tvhich 
had been directed to be sold. By his nail the testator gave all “ his share, estate and 
interest ” in the R. estate to his daughter and benefit out of his mvn estate to his 
widow. It tsns held that the will raised a case for election as ?.g?.inst the widow. 
The Master of the Rolls (Sir John Romilly) said that the testator intended to dispose 
■of the property by will which was not his but belonged to his wife and she having 
taken and enjoyed the benefit provided lor her tmder his will must be considered as 
having elected. The property, must, therefore go as ifithad been the testator’s pro- 
perty'. This case illustrates how tlie rule of election has been applied "where, even 
though, general words had been used but by necessary conclusion from the circum- 
stances disclosed by the will it tras inferred tliat die testator intended to dispose of 
the property which belonged to bis wife and not to him. According to the footnote 
in Halsbury’s Latvs of England, Vol. 14 (supral, in the case of a will one may' even 
gather an intention by the testator to include property' belonging to another in a gift 
of residue for it is necessary to construe a will as a whole. Reference has been made 
to Re Allen’s Estate, Rrcscott v. Allen and Beaumont^, where a gift of die “residue of my' 
property ” wns construed as the residue of die testator’s ostensible property'. A 

I. (18S4) 33 Bcau.496 ; 33L.J.Gh.5ii : loL . s . (i 85 a) 31 Beau. 173 : 54 E.R. 1104. 
T. 255. • ' ■ 3. (1945) a All E.R. 264. 
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fairly strict approach in such cases has been indicated by Ghitty, J. in Re Booker 
Boo^ V. Booker'^, in these words: 

“ A great safeguard in applying that doctrine is this — that you are not merely 
to strain words to make them include that which does not belong to the testator ; 
but you must be satisfied beyond all reasonable doubt that it was his intention to 
include that which was not his own, and that you cannot impute to him after 
having read his tv'ill any other intention.” 

It is thus necessary to look at the udll and read at carefully which has been done by 
us and 'we have no manner of doubt that Uthupu the testator, intended to include 
properties gifted to Joshua by the settlement of 1935 in the bequest which he made 
to Mani of the entire residue. Joshua svas thus put to election and could not claim 
those properties if he wished to take the benefit under the ■will. 

In the result the appeal is allowed and the judgment of the High Court is set 
aside and that of the trial' Court restored wth costs in this Court. 

S.V.J. Appeal allowed' 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(C rimin al Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri, R. S. Baghawat and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

Mohd. Hussain Umar Kochra etc. . . Appellants * 

0 . ■ 

K. S. Dalipsinghji and another etc. . . Respondents. 

Sea Customs Act (FiJ/q/‘ 1878), section 167 (81), Penal Code (XLVof I860), section 120-B 
and Foreign Exchange Regulation Act (VII of 1947), section 8 (1) and section 23-A — 
Import of gold in contravention of section 8(1) of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act — 
Criminal conspiraty to evade restriction — Punishable under section 167 (8r) Sea Customs 
Act and sectwn 120-B, Penal Code (XLV of I860). 

Penal Code (XLV of I860), section 120-A — Criminal conspiracy — Agreement gist of 
offence — General conspiracy — Ingredients. 

Evidence Act (I of 1872), section 124 — Claim of privilege. 

Criminal Procedure Code (V of 1898;, section 503 — Isstie of commission to examine witness 
— Xo indication that witness is willing to be exammed on comm’ssion — Address not 
given — Application not bona fide — Party not entitled to issue of commission. 

Evidence Act (I of \872), sections 133 and 144, illustration (b) — Conviction on accom- 
plice- evidence — Corroboration necessity of — Corroboration must be from independent 
- source — Several statements of accomplies — When amount to corroboration. 

Criminal Procedure Code (V of 1898), section 540 — -Recall witness — Inherent power. 

The law since the passing af the Customs Act, 1962 admits of no doubt. The 
import and export of goods by sea, land and air may be prohibited absolutely or 
subject to conditions under section 11, Customs duties are leviable under sec- 
tion 12 on all goods so imported or e:qjorted. The fraudulent evasions of duties 
and of prohibitions are pxmishable under section 135. 

(Regarding tlie law in force before 1962). The effect of the section 23-A of the 
Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947, u-as that the contravention of the notifi- 
cation under section 8 (1) attracted to it each and 'every provision of tlieSea 
Customs Act,' 1878 in force for the time being including section 167 (81) of the 
Sea Customs Act, 1878 which -vras inserted by the Amending Act XXI of 
1955. This section created the fiction that the restriction had been imposed 
under section 19 of the Sea Customs Act, 1878, so that all the provisions of 
that Act would be attracted to a breach of the notification. But the statutory 

' ' I. (i886) 54 L.T. 239, 2}.2 : 34W.R. 346. 

•Crl.As. Kos. 139 to 144 of 1966. 
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fiction ! did nol-cut down the wide -ambit of the'ndtification .or limit its appli- 
cation to imports and exports by sea and land-only.-* An import 'of gold by air 
. witiiout the permission of tlie Reserve Bank was a breach of the notificationj and 
the breach attracted to it the provisions of section 167 (8l) of the Sea Customs 
Act, 1878. ; . . ..... • . 

WQien the Sea Customs' Act, 1878 w-as passed, goods could be "imported ,or 
exported by sea and land only. Transport by a.ir was unknown. There is force 
in tlte contention that the import or export by air is a species of import or export 
. by land. The aircraft carrying goods lands or takes off from l?.nd. .The prohibi- 
tion' or restriction on the import or export of goods by land is a prohibition or 
restriction on the import or export by aircraft, landing or taking off from Idnd. 
A fraudulent evasion of the restriction imposed by the notification under section 
8 (1) of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947 was punishable under section 
167 (81) of the Sea Customs ‘Act, 1878 and Criminal Conspiracy to, evade the 
restriction wns punishable under section 120-B of the Indian Penal Code. 

Criminal conspiracy as defined in section 120-A of the Indian Penal Code is an 
agreement by two or more persons to do or cause to be done an illegal Act or an 
act which is not illegal by illegal means. The agreement is the gist of the offence. 
In order to constitute a single general conspiracy there must ben common design 
and a common intention of all to work in furtherance of the common design. 
Each conspirator plays his separate part in one 'integrated and united effort to 
achieve the common purpose. Each one is a\vare tJiat he has a part to play ^ 
general conspiracy tliough he may notknowall its secrets or the means by' which are 
. common purpose is to 'be accomplished. The each scheme may be promoted by 
? few, some may drop out and some may join at a later stage, but the conspiracy 
continues until it is broken up. ' The conspiracy may develop in successive stages- 
There may be a general plan to accomplish the common design by such means as 
may' from time to time be found expedient. New techniques may' be invented 
and nf w means may be devised fpr advancement of the common plan. A general 
conspiracy' must be distinguished from a number of separate conspiracies having 
a similar general purpose. Where different groups of persons co-operate towards 
their separate ends without any privity with each other, each combination consti- 
tutes a separate conspiracy. The common intention of tire conspirators, then is 
to work for the furtherance of the common design of his group only’. • (on facts 
held, tlrere was a single general conspiracy to smu^le gold into India from foreign 
coim tries). 

On facts held, the privilege was not properly claimed under section 124 of 
the Evidence Act. It is difficult to'say that the other cable addresses and cables 
were communications to a Public Officer in ofiicial confidence. The other cables 
and cable addresses were notrelevahttothcdefericeandtheirnon-disclosurehas 

■ not occasioned any failure of justice. ' ■ i 

The application for the issue of a commission was misconceived and proper 
grounds for the issue of the commission imder section 503 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure has not been made out. The defence did not produce any' letter from 
Pedro or any other material indicating tlrat he was willing to be examined on 
commission. Even this address %vas not given. The Court could not issue a 
roving commission to a Court or authority' eitlier in Sw'itzerland or in 
'United Kingdom or in Pakistan. ' The application was 'not made in good faith 
and was liable to be rejected on this sole ground alone. ' ' 

The combined effect of sections 133 and 114 illustration (£) of the Evidence 
Act is that tliough a. conviction based upon accomplice evidence is legal die Court 

■ tvill not accept such evidence unless it is corroborated in material particulars. 
-The corroboration- must cormect-the accused with-tlie crime. -It may' be direct 
or circumstantial. It is not necessary' tliat the corroboration should confirm all 
the circumstances of the crime. It is sufficient if the corroboration is in material 
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particulars. The corroboration must be from an independent source. One 
accomplice cannot corroborate another. 

A psTtkeps crimzrjs in respect of the actual crime charged is an accomplice. 
The -witness concerned may not confers to his participation in the crimCj but it is 
for the Court to decide on a consideration of the entire evidence -^vhether he is an 
accomplice. 

If several accomplices simultaneously* and without previous concert gi-re a con- 
sistant accormt of the crime implicating one accused the Court may accept the 
several statements as corroborating each other. But it must be established that 
the several statements of accomplices were given independently and without any 
previous concemt. 

The Court has inherent power to recall a witness if it is satisfied that he is 
prepared to give evidence which is materially different from what he had given at 
the trial. On facts held tha.t there was no material upon which the Court could 
be so satisfied and that the Magistrate ri^tly disallowed the prayer for recalling 
the witness. 

Appeals by Special Leave fix»m the judgment a.ndOrderj dated the 18th April, 
1965 of the Bombay* High Court in Criminal Appeals Nos. 1646, 1631, 1652, 1629, 
1628 and 1626 of 1963 respectiv'ely*. 

Poms A. Mehta, B. iVf. Parikh and janendra Lai, Advocates, and J. R. Gagrat 
R. Agarojala, Advocates of M(s. Gagrat & Co., for Appellant (In Cr. A. 
No. 139 of 1966). 

^ A. K. Ser., Senior Advocate, Poms A. Mehta, B. M. Parikh, M. V. Rao and 
jazmdra Lai, Advocates, and J. R. Gagrat and B. R. AgarWala, Advocates of 
Mfs. Gagrat & Co.,, with him)., for Appdlant (In Cr.A. No. 140 of 1966). 

R. jethrr.alani, M. V. Rao a.nd Janendra Lai, Adv-ocates, and J. R. Gagrat 
and B. iL Agcrzrala, Advocates of MJs. Gagrat & Co., for Appellant (In Cr. As. 
Nos. I4I and 142 of 1966). 

R. Jeihrr.alani and janendra Lai, Advocates, and J. R. Gagrat and B. R.Agarwala, 
Advocates of M!s. Gagrat & Co., for Appellant (In Cr. As. Nos. 143 and 
144 of 1966). 

H. G. Khcndelaicala, A. B. Pandya, H. R. Khanna and R. jV. Sachthey, Advocates, 
for Respondents (In aU the App^s). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Bcdhaisat, j . — The sis appellants are A-8, Mohamed Hussain Omer Kochm 
alias Mr. Buick alias Naznen, A-I2, Maganlal Naranji Patel, A-16, N. B. Mukheiji, 
A-15, N. S. Rao, A-14, Parasuram T. Kanel, A-6, Lak'^hmandas Chaganlal Bhada 
alias Sham. In this Judgment “ A ’* means accused. Forty persons including the 
appellants were jointly prosecuted for criminal conspiracy to import and deal in 
gold punishable under section 120-B of the Indian Penal Code read with section 167 
(81) of the Sea Customs Act, 1878 and for substantive offences punishable under 
section 167 (81). 

A-I to 5, A-18 to 35 and A-37 are absconding or being foreigners are not amen- 
able to the processes of the Court. A-1 Jamal Shuhaibar, .4.-2 Geo^e Shuhaibar 
and A-3 Jawadat Shuhaibar of Beirut and A-4 Yusuf Mohamed Lori alias .A.bdulla 
of Bahrein sent gold from the Middle Ea^t. A-5 Juan Castamer Casanovas and 
A-18 Bernardo Sas of Geneva are foreign collaborators. A-19 Hamad Sultan and 
A-37 Chunilal alias Professor Kamal alias Dvvarkadas of Bombay w^re concerned in 
the smuggling of gold. A-20 to A-35 ^Irs. Gisele Ivlinot, B. J. Lupi, J. P. Hofiinan, 
Jacques Minot, Geoffre AUan, M. Torrens, iMrs. Mora Margaret, Armand 
Yavercowaski, Gran Povvell, G.J. Flamant, Mrs. A. Ra.mel, Mrs. S. B. Taylor, J. C. 
Catino, E. D. Gill. A. J. 4fascardo and A. A. Grant are foreigners and arc said to 
1x^*6 carried gold from foreign countries to India by air. 
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The trial proceeded against A-6 to 17, A-36, A-38, A-39 and A-40. A-6 
Lakshmandas is a financier. A-l 4 Parasuram ishis brother-in-law. A-7, Rabiyabai 
Usman alias Grandma is the mother of A-9 Rukaiyabai Mohamed Hussain Kochra, 
A-10 Abidp.hai Usman and A-38 Hassan Usman. A-8 Kochra, is the husband of 
A-9. A-11 Murad Ashamoff remitted funds to foreign countries. A-12 Maganlal 
Naranji Patel and A-13 Mafatlal Mohanlal Parejch are bullion merchants ofBombay. 
A-15 N. S. Rao,A-16N.B. MuKherji,A-l 7 Timothy Miranda, A-39 D.K.Deshmukh 
and A-40 Jacob Miranda alias Tambaku were mechanics in the employ of the Air 
India International. A-36 Francis Bello was a co-conspirator. The Additional 
Chief Presidency Magistrate, Third Court, Esplanade, Bombay, acquitted A-9, 1 0, 1 3, 
39 and 40 of all the charges. He convicted A-6, 7, 8, 1 1, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 36 and 38 
of criminal conspiracy and substantive offences under section 167 (81) and passed 
sentences of imprisonment and fine. 

All the convicted persons filed appeals in the High Court. Diu-ing the pendenc r 
of the appeal A-l 1 absconded. The High Court upheld the convictions of A-36 
and A-7 but directed that A-36 be released on probation and that A-7 do pay a fine 
of Rs. 4,000 and undergo simple imprisonment for a day only. The High Court 
dismissed the'appeals of A-6, 8, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16 and 17. The present appeals; 
have been filed by A-6, 8, 12, 14, 16 and I5 after obtaining Special Reave. 

The first count charged th?.t all the 40 accused persons along with Mchamed 
Yusuf Merchant, Pedro Fernandez and other persons at Bombay and other places 
from 1st November, 1956 to 2nd February, 1959 tvere parties to a continuing criminal 
conspiracy to acquire possession of, carry remove deposit harbour keep conceal 
and deal in gold and knowingly "to be concerned in fraudulent evasion of duty charge- 
able on gold and of the prohibition and restriction applicable thereto and committed 
an offence' punishable under section 120-B, Indian Penal Code read %vith section 167 
(81) of the Sea Customs Act, 1878. The other coimts charged the accused persons, 
individually ^yith offences punishable under" section 167 (81). 

■ • In broad outline the prosecution case is as follows : Before 1st November, 1956 
some of the accused persons along with others were concerned in the illegal importa- 
tion of gold. In or a.bout November, 1956 Pedro Fernandez and Yusrf Merchant 
hatched the present conspiracy to which A-l 1 Murad Ahaharanoff was a partyu 
The scheme was that necessary finances would be arranged, remittances to foreign 
countries would be made through Murad, gold would be sent by fir from foreign 
countries to Bombay, Delhi, Calcutta and other air ports and the smuggled gold 
would be sold in India. A-6 Lakshmardas, A-8 Kochia and A-7 Rabiyabai -were 
approached for the necessary finances. Between 3rd February and '8th July, 1957 
eleven carriers brought gold by air from Switzerland. Lakshmandas financ^ the 
first four transactions and his telegraphic address “ Subhat ” was used for receipt 
and despatch of cables. On 3rd February, 1957 the first carrier Gisele Minot came 
to Bombay. On 25th February, 1957, the second carrier B. J. Lupi and on 9th 
March, 1957. the third carrier J. P. Hoffman came to Delhi. The fourth carrier 
Jacques Minot went to Colombo. Kochra and Rabiyabai financed the subsequent 
transactions and allowed the use of his telegraphic address “Nazneen ”. Cables 
used to be sent in codes known as the “ Private Dictionary ”, “ the new Geneva 
Code ” and “ the Beirut Code ”, and “ the Behrein Code ”. Laxmandas cca.sed to 
be a financier but the continu^ to participate in the disposal of gold. On 8th 
April, 1957 the fifth carrier Mora Margaret "went to Colombo. On 19tli April, 
1957 the sixth carrier Geoffre Allan and on 3rd May', 1957 tlic seventh carrier came 
to Bombay. At about this time A-12 is said to have joined the conspiracy'. On 
21st May, 1957 the eighth carrier Gmnt Powell came to Delhi. On 9tli June, 1957 
the nintli carrier Mora Margaret and on 24th June, 1957 the tenth carrier Armand 
Yavercowaski came to Bomba.y. On 8th July, 1957 the I Ith carrier Grant Powell 
came to Calcutta. A-37 Ghunilal who was despatched to contact the carrier dis- 
appeared with the gold. Thereafter the smuggling of gold stopped for sometime- 
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In August, 1957 Yusuf and A- 38 Hassan representing Kochra and Rabiyabai 
went to Beirut and induced A-I to A-3, Jamal Shuhaibar and his two brothers to join 
the conspiracy. The scheme ^^'^s that the Shuhaibar brothers would send gold from 
the Middle East, Kochra and Rabi^'abai would remit the necessary fimd and that 
A-19, Hamad Sultan would have an interest in the venture. Pedro also came to 
Beirut. Accoimts betvveen him and Yusuf were settled. It was decided that Pedro- 
tvould continue to send gold from Switaerland, that Kochra and Rabiyabai would 
supply the necessary finances and that Pedro ^v•ould receive a half share of Yusuf’s 
profits in the smuggling of gold from the Middle East. Between 7th November,. 
1957 and 13th Febru?.ry, 1958, eleven carriers of gold sent by Pedro came to Bombay. 
On 24th February', 1958, the t^velveth carrier A.J. Mascardo was arrested in Delhi, 
Simultaneously gold was sent from the Middle East. On 3rd November, 1957, 
Grant Powell carrying gold sent by the Shuhaibar brothers came to Calcutta, but 
he wa.s arrested. In November, 1957, A-4, Yusuf Mohamed Lori of Bahrein acting^ 
for Shuhaiba.r brothers came to India, and it was decided tha.t gold would be hidden 
in the body of Air India International pisnes by a. mechanic at Beirut or Bahrein and. 
would be removed in Bombay by another mechanic and that Kochra and Ra.biyabai 
%s'Ould supply fimds on the gua.rantee of Mura.d. From time to time the services 
of the mechanics, A-15 N. S. Rao, A-39 D. K. Deshmukh, A-40, Jacob Miranda,. 
A-17 Timothy Miranda and other mechanics were requisitioned. Between 12th 
December, 1957 a.nd 15th January, 1958, 4 or 5 consignments of gold concealed 
inside the belly of a.ircraftstvere sent by Lori to India. From February', 1958, 7 or & 
consignments of gold concealed in the rear left ba-throom of the aircrafts were sent 
to Lori to Bombay. Due to disturbances in the Middle East the smuggling of gold 
stopped for some time. Since October, 1958 eleven consignments of gold were sent 
to Bombay. On 1st Febniary, 1959 the ‘'Rani of Jhansi” carrying the llth 
consignment of gold was searched by the Customs Officers at the Sa-ntacruz airport, 
Bombay and the gold tvas seized. 

On 2nd February, 1959 the residence ofYusuf Merchant tvas searched and many 
incriminating articles were seized. From time to time Yusuf svas interrogated, and 
his statements %vere recorded. On 24th October, 1959 the investigation ^v^s com- 
pleted. The trial started in July, I960. The prosecution examin^ P.W. 2, Yusuf 
Merchant and other accomplices, and witnesses and exhibited numerous documents. 
Yusuf Merchant, the main witness on behalf of the prosecution implicated all the 
appellants in the crime. The Courts below accepted his testimony, foimd that it 
was corroborated in material particulars, and convicted the appellants. 

All the appeals were heard together. We shall note only those arguments %vhich 
tvere raised in this Court by Counsel. Having regard to those arguments the follow- 
ing general questions affecting all the appellants arise for decision : — 

(1) tras the import of gold in contravention of section 8 (1) of the Foreign 
Exchange Regulation Act, 1947, punishable rmder section 167 (81) of the Sea Cus- 
toms Act, 1878 ; 

(2) did the prosecution establish the general conspiracy laid in charge No, 1 ; 

( 3 ) did the learned Magistrate wTongly allow a claim of privilege in respect 
of the disclosure of certain addresses and cables and if so, %vith Avhat effect ; 

(4) did he svrongly refuse to issue commission for the examina.tion of Pedro 
Fernandez ; and 

(5) did he wTongly' refuse to recall P.W. 50, Ali for cross-examination? 

As to the first question, the law since the passing of the Customs Act, 1 962 admits" 
of no doubt. The import and e^qport of goods by sea, land and air may' be prohibited 
absolutely or subject to conditions under section 11. Customs duties are leviable 
under section 12, on all goods so imported or exported. The fraudulent evasions 
of duties and of prohibitions are pimishable under section 135. 

In the present case we are concerned w'ith the law' in force before 1962. The 
Sea Customs Act, 1878, contained a number of prohibitions on imports by land or 

s c J— 20 
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•sea (section 18) and authorized the imposition of further prohibitions ?.nd restrictions 
-on import or export by sea or by land (section 19)- Tire Act also provided the 
nnachinery for tire enforcement of prohibitions and restrictions by means of search^ 
seizurCj confiscation and penalties. Several other statutes contained fiirther prohi- 
Tiitions and restrictions on the import or export of goods. Section 8 of the Foreign 
Exchange Regulation Act^ 1947, is one such enactment. A notificationj dated 25th 
J^ugostj 1948j as amended up to da.te issued under section 8 (I) of this Act directed 
■tha.t “ except witlr the general or special permission of the Reserve Bank, no person 
.-shall bring or send into India (a) any gold coin, gold bullion, gold sheets or gold 

•ingot whether refined or not ” Section 23-A of the Act provided that 

-the restrictions imposed by section 8 (1) “shall be deemed to have been imposed 
-under section 19 of the Sea Customs Aci, 1878, and all the provisions of that Act 

•shall have effect accordingly ” The effect of section 23-A was that the 

-contra.vention of tire notification under section 8 (1) attracted to it each and every 
provision of the Sea Customs Act, 1878, in force for the time being including section 
167 (81) of the Sea Customs Act, 1878, which %vas inserted by the Amending Act 
.■XXI of 1955. • ■ . ' 

It is to be noticed that section 19 of the Sea Customs Act, 1878, authorised the 
imposition of prohibitions and restrictions on tire import or export of goods by sea 
■and land only. But the notification, dated the 25th August, 1948, issued under 
section 8 (1) of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947, restricted the bringing 
Into India of gold from any place outside India by land, sea and air. Section 23-A 
•of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947 created the fiction that the restriction 
had been imposed under section 19 of the Sea Customs Act, 1878, so tliat all the 
■provisions of that Act would be attracted to a breach of the notification. But the 
statutory fiction did notput dorvn the wide ambit of the notification or limit its 
•application to imports and exports by sea and land only. An import of gold by air 
avithout the permission of the Reserve Bank tvas a breach of the notification, and 
the breach attracted to it the provisions of section 167 (81) of the Sea Customs Act, 
1878. 

The matter may'be looked at from another point of vierv. When die Sea 
'Customs Act, 1878, rsns passed, goods could be imported or exported by sea and 
land only. Transport by air rvas unknown. After the Second IVorld War traffic b5r 
nir began. There is force in the contention that the import or export by air is a 
■species of import or export fay land. The aircraft carrying goods lands or takes off 
from land. The prohibition or restriction on the import or export of goods by land 
is a prohibition or restriction on die import or export by aircraft, landing or taking 
•off from land. A fraudulent evasion of the restriction imposed by the notification 
under sectian 8 (1) of die Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947 was punishable 
-under section 167 (81) of the Sea Customs Act,'I878, and criminal conspiracy to 
•evade the restriction ivas punishable under section I20-B of the Indian Penal Code. 

In this coimection a question arose whether customs duty %vas leviable^ on 
imports and exports by air and whether a fraudulent evasion of th e duty isus punish- 
able under section 167 (81). The Sea Customs Act, 1878, and the rules and notifica- 
tions made thereunder set up 'a complete machinery for the levy of sea customs duties. 
Section 20 provided for a levy of customs duties on goods imported or exported by 
sea. Payment of the duty ivas enforced by compelling 'all foreign trade to pass 
through certain ports. Drastic powers were given for detection, prevention^ and 
punishment of evasions of duty. The Land Customs Act, 1924, set up themachincry' 
for the levy of land customs duties, and section 9 of the Act applied for the pu^ose 
of this levy several provisions of the Sea Customs Act, 1878, with suimble modifica- 
tions and adaptations. Rules 53 to 64 contained in para. IX of the Indian Aircraft 
Rules, 1920, framed underscctions 3 and 6 of the Indian Aircraft Act, 1911, provided 
for tlie levy of air customs duties. The duty u'as leviable rmder rules 58 and 59 on 
goods imported or exported by air “as if such goods were chargeable to duties under 
the Sea Customs Act, 1878 ”. Rule 63 provided that all persons importing or 
exporting goods into and from India “shall, so far as may be obsen'ed, comply with 
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and te ^“"<1 W,*® of a' ^ 

SSip^AircmrRnloSzO S?* fi™ °d Ser" ectL's I and 8 ot 

Clauses Act, 1897. Tlie Indian Aircraft Rules J , ^ IX of the Indian Aircraft 

the Indian Aircraft Act, l^^^, preserved ?.ndc - dj 

Rides 1920. Until the °^,^^L^^'S°J?foVthelev>' of ^ir customs duties. 

Airci-aft Rules, 1920 contmued to e InotVll Rules could not authorise the levy 
On behalf of the appellants it ^vas argu^ Jriice nunishable under section 167 (81) 

of a tax (2) Rules could not create a neu P Rules was punishable 

of the Sea Customs Act, 1878, (3) a not under section 167 (81). 

under section 10 of the Indian Aircraft ^193^ the Indian 

On behalf of the respondent om attrition was draisn 

Aircraft Act, 1934 which provided - official gazette, declare 

» The Central Government tn?*y. hy Act, 1878, shall, '^'jth ^ 

that any or all of the provisions of th jg ^ ■ ^he notifications apply to the 

modifications and adaptations as may be specified m 

import and export ox goods by air. ^„-t;fic?tion dated 23rd March, 1937, 
Counsel for the respondent argued *^-t -I) .sufficient declaration under sec- 

continuing Part IX of the Aircra.ft ^s a u 3 ection 

tion 16 ; (2) section 16 tms a piece be J.me leviable on goods 

T6 and on the declaration bemg r^* ^ - Qf duty became punishaole^ im 

and exported, by air, and a fraudiden - We do not think it necessaW 

section^l67 (81) of the Sea Customs Act 1878- ^^Ve^o. .uuclusion that a 

express any opinion on these ' ed by section 8 (1) F r gn 

fraudulent evasion of the restriction P;,uobIe under section 167 (81). 

Exch?.nge Regulation Act, 1947, w'as p c +b at the evidence disclosed a num- 

Ash aAecond qu^tion tkj 

her of sep?.rate conspiracies and that ffi i on A of die Indian Penal Code, is a , 

CrtataS comptec). »s defined be Sne nn iUege-I aet or nn an svhni 

mentby two or more persons to ^o . jj die gist of the offmce. _om- 

is not illegal by illegal means. The . juust be a common design xm . 
to constitute a single general compirae> of die common design. Eac c P . 

mon intention of all to work in , ^^^^d united effort to achieve - _ 

tor plays his separate part in one int ^ ^ pj^y g general co P 

mop purpose. Each one is av'are tha means by which the common p ^ 

ffiough he may not know all its secre s promoted by a few, broken 

is to be accomplished. The evil schein conspiracy continues ' ecneral 

out and some may join at a later stage, -„3sive stages. There may . dmebe 

up. The conspimcy may develop as may from time to fime^b^ 

plan to accomplish the co^on j^^gj^ted and new distinguished 

found expedient. New techmques ™ 7 . ^gueral conspiracy must 6 “ \Vhere 

.for advancement of the common ^j^big a similar general P^F? ' j,uv pri- 

■iiom a number of separate conspira^^‘.^^^ 5 ^their separate ends gy_ ' The 

different groups of persons co-op^ ^*-r,n constitutes a separate c ^-fj-hecom- 
vity ivith%a<h other, each combmation comU^^^ 

common mtention of the compuator yjustrate tli_e distinction ^ ^ v. 

mon design of his group only. Th ..nrelated conspiracies. In • . ^ ^ single 

general conspiracy and a nuinber o qf Madras^, the p unrelated 

State of Maharashtra^ S. Swarnimthamj- State oj ^ ^^^^her of unr 

general conspiracy while in R. v. GnJjt j 

and separate conspiracies. ' general conspiracy to ^“"i^gtemational 

In the present case^ there ^as a » operated by a g?-ng , ■ Yusuf 

India from foreign countries. The ^ , Geneva, * Ashaninoff re- 
crooks. The net v^ns spread over BomOa^.^ ;j^I^gd Asfi^ 

Merchant and Pedro Fernandez supp ' . 

_ A T -R 1QS7 S.C. 34°. 
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mitted the funds. Latshmandas Kochra and Rabiyabai supplied- the finances, 
Pedro Fernandez and the Shuhaibar brothers sent the gold from Gene\'a and the 
Middle East, carriers brought the gold hidden in jackets, mechanics concealed and 
removed gold from aircrafts and others helped in contacting the carriers and dis- 
posing of the gold. Yusuf, Pedro and Murad and Lakshmandas ^vere permanent 
members of the conspiracy. They were joined later by Kochra, the Shuhaibar 
brothers and Lori and other associates. The original scheme was to bring the gold 
from Geneva. The nefarious design was extended to smuggling of gold from the 
Middle East. There canbe no doubt that the continuous smuggling of gold sent by 
Pedro from Gene\'a diming February, 1956 to February, 1958 formed part of a single 
conspiracy. The settlement of accounts between Yusuf and Pedro at Beirut did not 
end the original conspiracy. There can also be no doubt that the smu^ling of gold 
from Beirut by the Shuhaibar brothers and from Bahrein by their agent Lori were 
different phases of the same conspiracy. The main argument was that the despatch 
of gold from Gehes-a iras the result of one conspiracj' and that the despatch of gold 
from the Middle East ivas the result of another separate and unrelated conspiracj'. 
The Courts below held, and in our opinion rightly, that there was a single general 
conspiracy embracing all tlie actiidties. Pedro had a share in the profits of the smug- 
gling from Geneva. He got also a share of Yusuf’s profits from the smuggling of the 
hliddle East gold. Apparently Shuhaibar brothers and Lori had "ho share in the pro- 
fits from the smu^lmg of the Genera gold but they attached themselves to the gene- 
ral conspirac)* originally desdsed by Yusuf and Pedro with knowledge of its scheme 
and purpose and took advantage of its existing organization for obtaining finances 
from Kochra and Rabiyabai and for remittances of funds fay Yusuf. Each conspira- 
tor profited from the general scheme and each one of them played his ou-n part in 
the general conspiracy. The second contention is rejected. 

As to the third question, we find that on or about 22nd February’, 1962 the- 
prosecution took out a summons to the Deputy Accountant-General Telegraphs 
Check Office, Calcutta, for the production of all records pertaining to 15 cable- 
addresses including “Subhat” and “Nazneen” togedier with the summoim 
under section 17I-A previously issued by the customs officers to the- Telegraphs 
Check Office, for the production of the cables and the receipts given by’ the 
.customs officers to the Telegraphs Check Office for the cables so produced- 
<■ Pursuant to the summons issued on 22nd February*, 1962 hlr. Madhavan, 
Superintendent of the Telegraphs Check Office, Calcutta, produced in Court 
the cables, summons and receipts. All the cables relating fo the aforesaid 15 
cable addresses, and two more addresses ssuth which the appellants -svere- 
concerned were e.xhibited at tlie trial. The summons under section 171-A 
■^ras a consolidated summons issued by the customs officer to the Telegraphs 
Check Office for the production of the -cables relating to the investigations in 
the present case and several other cases. The receipt -was a consolidated receipt for 
the cables produced under the summons. Affidavits were filed by hlr. P.C. Kalla, 
Senior Deputy Accountant, Post and Telegraphs and Mr. S. -K. Srivastava, an Addi- 
tional Collector of Customs, Calcutta, claiming privilege imder section 124 of the Evi- 
dence Act in respect of the disclosure of the other cable addresses mentioned in the 
summons and receipts and the cable; sent to those addresses. The learned Magis- 
trate upheld this claim of privilege. In our opinion, the privilege -vras not properly' 
claimed under section 124. It is difficult to say' that the other cable addresses and 
cables -were communications to a public officer in official confidence. However, we 
find that the other addresses and cables -were required in connection with investiga- 
tions unconnected idth the present ca'e and did not relate to any' person or persons 
concerned in the offences for tvhiclt the appellants ivere being tried. The other 
cables, and cable addresses were not relerant to the defence, and their non-disclosure 
has not occasioned any' failure of justice.- 

As to the fourth question it appears that Pedro Fernandez was a material witness. 
In 1959 he-;%TOte a letter to Yusufstating that he was willing to come to India and to 
be examined as a sdtness. The prosecution tried to contacthim buthis whereabouts. 
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no^t be traced. On 18th April, 1962 the defence applied for the issue of ?, com- 
mission “ to the appropriate authority or Court either in Switzerland or in United 
Kingdom or in Pakistan for examination of Pedro Fernandez and Gimncss as witness- 
es for the defence Except staring that the defence undertook to pay all expenses 
and supply all relcw-nt information, the application did not give any other parti- 
odars. The learned Ma^strate rejected the application. He held and in our opi- 
nion rightly tha.t the a.pplication W’as misconceived and proper grounds for the issue 
of the commission tmder section 503 of the Code of Criminal Procedure had not 
been made out. The defence did not produce ?jiy letter from Pedro or any other 
material indicating that he was wiling to be examined on commission. Even his 
address was not given. The Court could not issue a roving commission to a. Court or 
authority either in Switzerland or in United Kingdom or in Pakistan. The a.pplica- 
tion was not made in good faith and svas liable to be rejected on this ground alone, 

As-to the last question, we find that examination-in-chief of P.W. 50 Ali com- 
menced on 7th October. 1960 and was concluded on 10th October, 1960. His cross- 
examination commenced on 2Ist August, 1961 and was concluded on 4th September, 
1961. On 6th March, 1962 and again on 21st June, 1962 the defence applied for re- 
calling Ali for cross-examination. The learned Magistrate rejected the two applica- 
tions. According to the defence Ali W’as repentant and wanted to say that he had 
given felse evidence. In our opinion, no ground svas made out for recalling Ali. 
There wns no affidavit from Ali nor was there any other material showing that his 
testimony svas incorrect in any material particular. The Court has inherent power 
to recall a. -witness if it is satisfied that he is prepared to give evidence which is mate- 
rially different from what he had given at the trial. In this case there was no 
material upon which the Court could be so sa.tisfied. The learned Magistrate rightly 
disallowed the prayer for recalling Ali. 

Mr. Jethmalani argued that the rough notes of statements given by Yusuf to 
the customs officers had been destroyed and that the defence was thereby prejudiced. 
This point was not taken either in the trial Court or in the High Court. In our 
opinion , Counsel ought not to be allowed to raise this new point for the first time in 
this Court. 

On the merits , we find that the two Courts have recorded concurrent findings of 
fact. Normally this Court does not re-appraise the evidence unless the findings are 
perverse or aj-e vitiated by any error of law or there is ?. grave miscarriage of justice. 
The Courts below accepted the testimony of the accomplice Yusuf Merchant. Sec- 
tion 133 of the Evidence Act says : — 

“ An accomplice shall be a competent wdtness against an accused person ; and 
a conviction is not ill^l merely b^use it proceeds upon the uncorrobora ted testi- 
mony of an accomplice, ” 

Ulustraiion {b) to section 1 14 says that the Court may presume that an accomplice 
is unworthv of credit unless he is corrobora.ted in material particulars. The combined 
effect of sections 133 and 1 14 Illustration (b) is that though a conviction based upon 
accomplice evidence is legal the Court will not accept such evidence unless it is cor- 
roborated in material particulars. The corroboration must connect the accused ^ 
w-ith the crime. It may be direct or circumstantial. It is not necessary that the cor- 
Toboration should confirm all the circumstances of the crime. It is sufficient if the 
corroboration is in material particulars. The corroboration must be from an inde- 
pendent source. One accomplice cannot corroborate another, see Bkiva Doulu Patil 
V. State of Maharashtra^^ R. v. Baskennlle-. In this light we shall examine the case 
of each appellant separately'. 

Case of Accused .Vo. 8 Mohamed Hussain Umar Kochra. 

ICt.A. No. 139 of 1966) 

Yusuf Merchant deposed that Kochra and his mother-in-law, A-7 Rabiyabai 
acted as financiers after the fourth transaction, that Kochra’s cable address “Naz- 
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jieen”at 19, Erskine Road and his telephone tvas used in connection with the gold- 
smuggling a.ctivities. The arrangement w?,s that cables addressfed to “ Nazneen ” 
would be received at No. 19, Erskine Road and tvould then beFonrarded to the 
Warden Road residence of Rabiyabai or the Napean Sea Road, residence of Kochra 
and that on receiving phone messages Yusuf -would collect the cables. Yusuf’s testi- 
mony has been corroborated in material particulars. 

Kochra’s mother resided at 10, Erskine Road, 4th floor, Esmail Building, Bom- 
bay-3. Exhibit Z-70dated 19th February', 1957 is the application for the registration 
of “ Nazneen ”. This document purports to have been signed by Ismail Kader, a 
domestic servant of Kochra’s mother. It was proved that the signature “ Ismail 
Kader ” and the address 19, Erskine Road, 4th floor, Esmail Building, Bombay-S on 
Exhibit Z-70 were in the handwniting of Rajp.bali Karmalli, another servant of Koch- 
ra’s mother. Rajabali Karmalli lived in Kochra’s garage in Napean Sea Road. 
Kochra’s mother was invalid and Kochra held a povver-of-attomey from her for 
management of the family property. Rajabali Karmalli was under Kochra’s con- 
trol and -was his trusted sers'ant. Kochra had his offlce in the ground floor of the 
building at 19, Erskine Road and his denial that he had no olEce there is false. Both 
Rajabali Karmalli and Ismail Kader have now disappeared and cannot be traced. 
Several cables sent to Nazneen ” in connection with thegoldsmugglinghavebeen 
exhibited. The other ca bles could not be traced. Kochra registered “ Nazneen ’* 
because he desired ro join the conspiracy and received the cables sent. to this 
address. The registration of " Nazneen ” -was not procured by Yusuf in collusion 
■with Rajabali Karmalli or Ismail Kader. Though Yusuf surreptitiously u':ed other 
addresses for the receipt of his cables. Nazneen ” was used with the full 
knosvledge and approval of Kochra. 

On or about 13th August, 1957 Yusuf and Hassan went to Beirutfor inducing the 
Shtihaibar brothers to join the conspiracy. .A.bout ISthAugustKochra’s -wife Rukai)^- 
bai and Hassan’s wife reached Beirut. A cable (Z-745) dated 6th August, 1957 -was 
sent from Beirut informing “ Nazneen ” that Ridcaijnbai had arrived safely. ' On a 
consideration of the materials on the record including the WTitten statemenls of 
Kochra and Rukaiyabai the Courts below hav'e found that this cable svas received 
by Kochra. The cable Z-745 avas produced by P.W. 207 on 49x April, 1962 after the 
examination of Yusuf Merchant had been concluded. An application for recalling 
Yusuf filed on the same dateavas rejected. A point was made that Kochra was pre- 
judiced by the rejection of this application. Counsel suggested that Yusuf sent the- 
Cable Z-745 from Beirut and that this fact could be Citeblished if Yusuf -was recalled 
for cross-examination. We shall assume that Yunif despatched the cable. But the 
fact remains that the cable %vas received at “ Nazneen ”. It was an intimation of 
the safe arrival of Rukaiyabai at Beirut and avas obviously meant for her husband. 
The Courts belo-w rightly held that the cable was received by Kochra, and that there 
avas no substance in the defence case that he -was not aware of the axistenceof 
"Nazneen.” The rejection of the application for recalling Yusuf did not prejudice- 
Kochra. 

The carrier Grant Powell arrived in Calcutta on 3rd November, 1957 and was 
arre,ted. P.W. 127 Chandbvala and Jagbandhudas were sent to Calcutta to con- 
tact thecarrier. Yusuf’s brother P.IY 50 Ali also -went to Calcutta. On fidi November,. 
Ali sent a telephone message to Kochra informing him of a message from Chandi- 
■wala that there -was a raid in his room by the custom . officials and that the carrier had 
not come. Kochra received the message on his telephone No. 72328 athis residence. 
Exhibit Z-459 dated 7th November, 1957ls.a copy of the bill for this telephone call. 
Thereafter Kochra contacted Chandiwala on the telephone and assured him that 
notliing would happen and asked him to return to Bombay immediately. On 
7tli November, 1958 Ali sent a phone message to Kochra at his telephone No. 72328: 
informing him that Chandiwala -was returning to Bombay. Exhibit Z-459 dated 
7th November, 1957 is the copy of the bill for this telephone call. Taking into account 
Kochara’s statement. Exhibit Z-703 para. 6 and his written statement para. 72 the: 



Ij MOHD. HUSSAIN UMAR KOCHRA V. DALIPSINGHH {Bachawat, J.), 159! 

Courts below rightly held that Kochra received the two telephone messages from All 
relating to matters connected vdth the gold smuggling. Even after the receipt of 
these messages Kochra allowed the use of “Nazneen” for receipt of cables from 
Pedro ?Jid acceptanceof cables by Yusuf. P.W. 31 Mastakar^ proved that Kochra 
did not send any complaint to the telegraphic ofiSce that “Nazneen ” was registered 
or was used without his authority. 

Mr. Mehta suggested that (a) “ Nazneen ” wasusedbeforeKochrajoinedthe- 
conspiracy and that (6) Kochra did not join the conspiracyon or about 8th April., 
1957 when the fifth carrier came and in this connection read to us several documents. 
The Courts below rejected this contention and we find no reason for re-appraising the 
evidence. It may be pointed out that by the ca.ble Exhibit Z-69 dated 14th March, 
1957 and the letter'Exhibit Z-71 dated 17th March, 1957 Yusuf informed Pedro of' 
the registration of “ Nazneen ” and' by the cable Exhibit Z-77 dated 17th 
March,. 1957 Yusuf asked him to send the cables to the new address. The mate- 
ri?.ls on the record show -ihat Kochra had 'then joined the conspiracy and the 
address '‘Nazneen’' was used Tor despatch' and receipt of cables after 17th March,' 
1957.. .Mr. Mehta commented on the fact that Yusiif implicated Kochra for the. 
first time in his statement given' on 30th April, 1957 and that Yusuf had not,- 
referred to Kochra in his earlier statements. Yusuf at first wKiited to shield his . 
friend Kochra. The customs dflScers discovered the existence of /! Nazneen ” ' 
on or about 20th April, 1959; On being- then* questioned ‘with regard to. 

“ Nazneen ”, Yusuf w.s.compelled to disclose -his connection with Kochra and. 
the" circumstances under which "Nazneen’’ came to he registered.',' 

The materials bii the record clearly establishes the connection hf Kochra with, 
the conspiracy and materially corroborates the tesdmony of Yusuf Merchant. The- ' 
Courts below rightly convicted' ' Kochra. ' 

Cnse of Accused No. 12. Maganlal Naranji Patel. 

■ (Ct. a. No. 140 of 1966)! : 

The prosecution case is tha t since 3rd May, 1957 Maganlal was buying the smug-- 
gled gold from Yusuf Merchant and that when consignments of gold bearing the • 
mars ‘chaisso” and haying the fineness ofabput 99.99 came from Beirut, Yusuf Mer-~ 
chant and Maganlal had the gold melted iri the silver refine^ of P,W.- 127 Chandi- 
irala at Bandra by his employees Bahadulla .and Shankar in December, 1957 and. 
Ram Naresh and Mohamed Rafique in February, 1958 with a view to remove the 
mark “ chaisso ” and to. reduce the fineness of the gofd. The marx " chaisso ’’and _ 
the 99.99 fineness indicated tha.t the gold was of foreign origin, r The object of mel--. 
ting the gold and reducing the fineness was to destory the tell-tale^evidence of its 
origin. For the purpose of implicating Maganlal tlie prosecution relied on the testi- 
mony of P.tV.' 2 Yusuf Merchant, .P.'W. 127 Mohamed .Chandbvala and P.W. 68c 
Mohp.med Rafique. It is common case that Yusiifand Chahdiwala are accomplices. 
The question in issue is whether P.'W. 69 Mohamed Rafique was also an accomplice. 
The two Courts held that Ra,fiquewas not an accomplice but we are xmable to agree - 
with tliis finding. The melting was done late in the night after normal working hours. 
The melting of gold in the silver refinery -vvas unusual. On no other occasion gold 
wzs melted in the refinery'. Rafique was asked to keep the matter secret. - For t^vo 
hours’ secret -^vork, he got about Rs. 10 though his daily* wage was Rs. 3 only'. Once, , 
the gold was brought in a jacket usually' worn for carrying smuggled gold. In his 
statement Exhibit 25-K Yusuf admitted that of the two tvorkmen Rafique had more 
indmate knowledge of the reason for the secret handling of the gold.’ Tlie’secrecy 
of the job, the unusual hours, the special remuneration, the carriage of gold in jackets 
tire user of silver refinery for the melting of gold, tlie inside knowledge of Rafique of " 
the purpose of the melting, lead to the irresistible conclusion that Rafique -tvas know- 
ingly a party to rnelting ofsmu^Ied gold w'ith intent to destroy the evidence of its 
foreign origin and to evade the restrictions on its import. He -vvas clearly a participes 
crimines in respect of the offences -with which Maganlal w'as charged and was liable to . 
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"be tried jointly wth him for those offences. As pointed out by Lord Simonds in 
Jfavis V. Director of Public Proseailion^ a parlicifies crimines in respect of the actual crime 
charged is an accomplice. The witness concerned may not confess to his participa- 
tion in the crime^ but it is for the Court to decide on a consideration of the entire evi- 
clence whether he is an accomplice. Rafique was an accomplice^ and his evidence 
cannot be used to corroborate the evidence of Yusuf and Chandiwala^ the other ac- 
complices. There is no corroboration of the evidencej of the accomplices from an 
independent source. On the materials on the record it is not safe to convict Magan- 
]al of the offences with which he is charged. 

We may also point out that the positive case of Yusuf and Chandiwala was that 
Rafique melted the gold in February, 1958. The books of Ghandisvala shows that in 
February, 1958 Rafique did not work in the refinery. In his place one Kedar 
worked there. Ghandiwala suggested that Kedar was another name of Rafique. 
This is an impossible story. Rafique himself did not say that his other name was 
Kedar. Thumb impressions of the workers used to be taken on the muster roll of 
the refinery but that document was not produced and the identity of Rafique with 
Kedar was not established. The High Court rightly held that Kedar and Rafique 
were different persons. The High Court made a new case for the prosecution and 
held that Rafique might have melted the gold towards the latter part of December, 
1958. Mr. Khandelwala frankly stated that he could not support this finding. In 
this Court Mr. Khandelw'ala maintained that the gold svas melted by Rafique in 
February, 1958 and that Rafique was also knorni as Kedar. For the reasons given 
above, we are unable to accept this case. In our opinion. Criminal Appeal No. 140 
•of 1966 should be allowed and accused No. 12 Maganlal Naranji Patel must be 
acquitted of all the charges. 

Clue of Accused Jfo. 16 J/.B. Mukherjee, 

{Cr.A.M. 141 of 1966) 

Mukheijce was the engineer-in-chargeof Group A base maintenance. According 
to the prosecution Mukherjee was responsible for removing gold from aircrafts bring- 
ing gold from the Middle East^ P.W. 2 Yusuf Merchant, P.W. 49 Maxie Miranda, 
P.W. 129 C.B. D’Souz?.,- P.W. 143 Bhide and P.W. 148 Zahur, implicated 
Mukheijee. All these witnesses are accomplices. The High Court found that their 
•evidence has been corroborated in material particulars from independentsources. 
We are unable td accept this finding, Mr. Khandebvala argued that the following 
circumstances corroborated the evidence of the accomplices : — 

(1) the reference to Mukherjee in Exhibit Z-209, a letter dated 8th July, 

1958, from Lori to Yusuf, and Exhibit Z-226, a letter dated 16th August, 1958, 
from Bello to Yusuf ; < 

. r 

(2) Mukhegee’s leave application Z-558, dated I3th December, 1958, and 
Z-313, dated 18th January, 1959, a cable from Yusuf to Jamal ; 

(3) simultaneous statements of a number of accomplices ; and 

(4) Exhibit Z-697 the retracted confession of Bello. Mr. Khandelwala 
did not rely on any other circumstances. 

In .Exhibit Z-209 Lori referred to -Bello’s friend. Exhibit Z-226 is a letter of 
Bello to Yusuf referring to“ our friend.” Thesetwo letters do not refer to Mukherjee 
by name. There is no corroboration from any independent source, that Mukjerjec 
svas one of the co-conspirators referred to in these letters. The two letters cannot 
be regarded as a corroboration of Yusuf’s evidence. 

On 13th December, 1958, MuKherjec applied for leave from 19th January to 
2nd February, 1959. The leave application Exhibit Z-558 was allowed on 
14th December, 1958. This documentis innocuous and does notimplicate Mukherjee 
in tlie crime. Maxie Miranda now says that Mukliegec asked Maxie not to remove 
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— \Miether municipal taxes and electricity charges constitute rent recoverable by 
issue of distress svarrant . . ... 

Calcutta High Court Rules — Two suits, one ofwhichis a partition suit, referred to the 
sole arbitration after Presiding Judge, extra cursum curiaf — Presiding Judge 
passing a preliminary decree — ^NMteth^ such on order is an order of an mbitrator 
or decree by a Court' — ^Registrar on theoriginalside whether can be restrained from 
keeping the Judgment on the record of the suit. . 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 20, rules 1 to S and Order 49, rule 3 — &ope 
— Chartered High-Court not obliged to record a Judgment strictly according to 
Order 20, rules 4 and 5 — Order 49, rule 3 how far applies to the trial of suits by 
Chartered High Courts — Judicial determination to be supported by reasons duly 
recorded 

Ciril Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 21, rule 2. . 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 34 — Mortgage decree — ^hlortgagor deposif- 
i Dg more i nf o Court wi thout sped fying of that i f is tpnards principal— Mortgagee 
not Informed about nature of deposit — Normal rule is that the amount should first 
be applied towards interest and costs — Mortgagor to plead and prove agreement 
to the contrary 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 41, role 33 — Swpe — Pujari— Remox’al from 
the temple and its properties — Dieiy not a public trust — Court, if could frame a 
scheme for management of the temple and its properties 

CidlProcedure Code (V of 1908), section 11 — lies judicata — Plea, when can be said 
to be barred — Order 9, rule 9, Civil Procedure Code -• 

CivilProcedure Code (V of 1908), section SO— Object of— Notice issued by Karta of 
undivided joint family — ^Disruption, of the family subsequent to notice — Suitby 
all divided members —Cause of action mentioned and relief claimeo in the notice 
same has in the plaint — Notice given by karta sufficient to sustain suit brought 
by divided coparceners 

Civil Procedure Code fV of 1908), section 153 and Order 6, rule 17— Amendment of 
pleading — Granting of — ^Suit instituted by plaintiff in the name in which the busi- 
ness was carried on — Amendment of plaint to describe plaintiff as the proprietor — 
Whether can be granted — Limitation 

Companies Act, 1956 (Central Act I of 1956), section 78 

Companies Act (I of 1956), section 617 

Companies — Commercial Corporation — ^Inccrpcrated under the Cempanies Act- — 
Entire capital contributed by the Central Government — President of India and 
certain Officers of Central Government the shareholders — Extensive pcv'crs of 
Control Conferred on the Central Government bv the Memorandum and Articles 
of Association— Undertaking, if carried on under the authority of the Central 
Government .. .. „ ,, 
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Extradition Act (XXJflV of 1962), section 12' — Extradition of fugitive offenders’ — No 
notification including Hong Kong in the list of the Commonwealth countries- — 
oecunng the extradition of fugitive offender through diplomatic, if barred under 
the Act 

Extradition* Duty of the Courts — Protection of the right of the individual — Courts 
(ff both the imuntries to be satisfied as fo_ the existence of prima facie evidence of 
me commission of the offence — Requisition for surrender not the function of the 
Courts but of the State 

Extradition — Surrender of a person within the State to another — A political act, either 
i n pursuance of a treaty or by an ad hoc arrangement — The municipal law to deter- 
mine the procedure to be followed by the Courts. 

Finance Acts', T 956 and 1 957— -Paragraph D of Part II, First Schedule 

Fugitive Offenders Act (ISSI) — Several Colonies treating the Act as applicable to them 
— ^Act, not repealed by Indian Parliament— Act, if applicable to India after 26ih 
January, 1950 . . 

Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act (LXXVin of 1956), section 4 and Criminal 
Procedure Code (V of 1898), section 488 — Scope — Section 4 (i) of the Mainten- 
Act, if repeals section 4SS, Criminal Procedure Code 

Income-tax (XI of 1922) — Adventure in the nature of trade — Shares — Purchase and 
sale by assessee — Dealer or investor — Mixed question of law and fact 

Income-tax A*et (XI of 1922), section 2 (6-A) — Dividend — ^.Amount distributed by 
company out of capital gains arising on or after 1st April, 1948 — Whether liable 
to tax . . . . . . ' 

Income-tax Act (XT of 1922), section 10 — Business loss — Assessee, dealer in sharef — 
Purchase and_ sale of shares — Part of a scheme to assist another company to ac- 
quire managing agency— Purchase at a higher rate than the market rate— Sale 
to the same company — ^Purchase on the overdraft account — If a transaction done 
in the ordinary course of business -If an allowable loss 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), sections 16 (3) (a) (ii), 22 (2), 22(5), 34 (1) (a), 34 (l)(b) 
and 40 — Return ofincome — ^Individual — Partnership particulars — ^Kon-disclcsure 
of share incomes of wife and minor children- Whether amounts to failure to 
disclose "necessary” information — Validity of reassessment beyond four years — 
Inclusion of share incomes of wife and minor children — Duty of the Income-tax 
Officer — No obligation on the taxpayer — ^Minor — Separate assessment on minor 
■ — Whether bars inclusion of minor’s share income in father’s assessment 

Income-tax Act (Xt of 1922), section 34 (I) (6) and 10— Back assessment — Information 
— ^Judicial decisions — Part of assessable income — ^Failure to tax — Escapement — 
Purchase by assessee of properties from Hindu father — Character of property — 
Self-acquir^ in joint family property — Litigation between father and sons — 
Pendency of appeal at the time of purchase by assessee-^-pecision by Privy Council 
— ^Information — Payment by assessee to sons to get their interest released — Capital 
expenditure 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 46 (5-A)— Tax recovery — Garnishee notice — 
Payment out of Court — Certificate of payment by Court— Assessee-firm—E.xc^ 

- customs duty paid bv assessee — ^Decree against Union of India— Garnishee notice 
by Income-tax Officer to Collector of Customs— Requiring payment of decree 
amount towards arrears of Income-tax and penalty due by assessee- — Payment by 
Collector— Amount adjusted towards super-tax due by assessee— Application by 
Collector to Court for certifying payment under the Code of Civil Procedure . . 

Income-tax Act (Xl of 1922), section 66— Reference— Question arising out of the 
order of Tribunal — Loss— Disallosrance by department — ^Tribunal sustaining dis- 
allowance for certain reasons — High Court upholding decision on the basis of 
reasons rejected bj’ the Tribunal — -No nec^sity on department to apply for and 
' obtain reference — ^No reference on a question arising from the reasons given by 
the Tribunal 

Income-tax Act (XLIII of 1961), section 132 (m amended in 1965) — Search and seizure 
— Scope of powers — ^Warrant of authorisation — ^Whether should specify p^i- 
culars of documents and books of account — Large number of documents seized 
— Some documents found not relevant — ^WTietlicr vitiates se^ch and seizure^ 
Books of account and other documents in respect of other business carried on by 
partners of assessee-firm — WTiethcr relevant — ^Vhcthcr can be seized — Failure 
to place identification marks on documents — Effect of — Presence of police officers 

' ■ during search — Effect of 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), sections 2 fa) and 10 

Industrial Disputes Act (XTV’^of 1947), section 33-C (2) and the Minimum Wages Act 

; . (XI of 1948), section 20 (1) —Interpretation— Claim for -wages for overtime and 
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for paymentfor work done on days of rest — No dispute as to rates Applications 
under secti.on 33-C (2)— Jurisdiction of the Labour Court, if barred by the remedy 
under section 20 (1) of the Ivlinimum Wages Act.. 

Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act (XX of 1946), sections 3 to 7, 9 and 
10 and schedule 

Interpretation of Statutes— Conte/nporcneo ^ enacti^n^ 

obscure — Construction put upon it by authorities for a long time Court,if may 
resort to contemporary construction 

Limitation Act (XXXVI of 1963), section 137 and ‘^ird division the Sched^ 
Interpretation — Eiiisdm generis — Meaning of the word other Other articles m 
in the third divisi on has reference to applications under Civil Procedure Code wuh 
the exception of applications under the Arbitratmn Act and also under the Cri- 
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Madras General Sales Tax Act (I of 1959) and Central Sales T^ ^t of 195g, 

section 5 (2)— Sea Customs Act (1878), section 3-A— Customs frontier 
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be constnie in accordance with se^ 

read with the proclamation of the President of India, dated 22nd March, 1956 . . 

xfoAroc r'»r,.>roi Tnv Act (T of 1959}— Constitutlon of India (1950), Articles 14 

power of has been colourably exercised m imposing the levy .. ^ 

—Liability to Purchase Tax •• r,,, ’ 

^"SI'S-?el^L"of Rulel^a HI mandatoS-NS not giving rcl'em Period . 
JnfdSs to sIoTc^se^No suggestion of prejudice on account of insufficiency 
of time — Notice not invalid .• ‘ •• _ , . ,. 

Madhy. Prateh Money Lento A« (X™ ot 1934). seelim 9-Proh.b,te an-atfl.ng 

interest exceeding the principal of loaa •• ^ « 
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under Article 19 (1) Ig) of the Constitution . . • • • • 

Penal Code (XLV of I860), section 120-A — Criminal conspiracy— Agreement gist of 

offence— General conspiracy— Ingredients 

Penal Code (>^7 of i860) sections 314 

^ISiSf^haSe of because the substantive offence 

is not established against the accused 

a Judge . 

Prevention of Food Adulteration Act (XXXVH of 1954) secffon G^^em-' 

conitlrin aQ nffpnce the Act — Requirement of written consent oi me laovera 

I^em or l^caShority^omplaint by ‘.he Food topccmr-A^^^^ 

tinninff the maintainability of the complaint during the trial as well ^ in appeal 
A«lSfd iSd L permitted to raise the contention after the disposal of t^e 

appeal . , . , , 

i« *• fixed”“Stioulationj liable to be temunated during 

Probationer-pOTod of probanon^^^^^^^ Laj^^^ Court, 

'^iSle exercise of the power’-Temiination without hearing the probationer 

—Validity •• •• " 

Sales Tax— Contract whether for sale of goods or for service— Depends upon the mam 
sales 1 M-^oniia^i ' f , ^ from terms of contract, circumstances of transaction 

object of the partly ^ther^o^^^^ providing and fixing “windows”, of 

«rta?nS fn accordanl^th specifications designs and drawing etc.-Whe- 
S worte contract or contract for sale of goods-T est 
Sales Tax— Single order of assessment for a particular year— Part of assessment illegal 

— Assessment if invalid //I 

Sanrishtra Land Reforms Act (XXV of 1951) and Saurashtra Agricultural Debtor's 
Saur^htra . i954)_Objcct— Change in the relationship between the 

Gir^dar and tenants— Rights of debtors and creditors— Scaling down of debts 
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and restoration of property to debtors— Occupancy^-Ckrtificates given to the 
mortgagees, if extinguish the title of the mortgagors (debtors) ... 

Sea Customs Act (Vni of I87S), section 167 (81), Penal Code tXLV of I860), section 
120-B and Foreign Exchange Regulation Act (VII of 1947), section 8 (I) and sec- 
tion 23-A — Import of gold in contravention of section 8 (1) of the Foreign Ex- 
change Regulation Act — Criminal conspiracy to evade restriction— Punishable 
under section 167 (81), Sea Customs Act and section 120-B, Penal Code (XLV of 
I860) 
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Succession Act (XXXIX of 1925), section 180 — Doctrine of election — ^Applicability 
of— Principle for compensation not recognised . . 

Trade and Merchandise Marks Act (XLIII of 1958), section 2 (_/) and section 12 (1) — 
Registration of trademark — ‘Andal’ and ‘Ambal’ — Deceptively similar in sound 
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Transfer of Property (IV of 1 882), sections 4, 54 and Registration Act (XVI of 1908), 
sections 17, 49 — Document requiring registration under section 54 — Transfer of 
Property Act (IV of 1882), not registered — Efiect of — ^V^ether admissible in 
evidence, in view of section 49, Registration Act (XVI of 1908) 

U-P. Industrial Disputes Act (XXVm of 1947), sections 6 and 6-A and CivilProcedure 
Code (V of 1908), section 152 and Industrial Disputes(Central) Rules (1957); Rule 
28 —Effect of sections6 and 6-A— Award by Labour Court— ^rreclion — When 
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i] ilOHD. HUSSAIN UMAR KOCHRA V. DALIPSINGHJI (Bachowat, /.)• 

the gold during his absence on leave, that Masie desired to remove 
the gold surre5)titiously without Mukheijee’s toowledge and arranged for the change 
in the place of concealment of gold in aircrafts and that accordingly Z-2I3, a cabfe, 
dated 18th January, 1959 wassentbyYusufto Jamal informing the latter that a new' 
place of concealment had been airmailed. Exhibit Z-313 on the face of it does not 
implicate Mukheijee. The prosecution had to rely entirely on the evidence of 
Maxie hliranda and other accomplices for the purpose of implicating Mukherjee. 
Exhibit Z-558 and Exhibit Z-313 do not connect Mukheijee with the crime. 

Section 114 of the Evidence Act says thus as to Illustration {b) : “ A crime is 

committed by several persons. A, B and G, three of the criminals, are captured on the 
spot and kept apart from each other. Each gives an account of the crime implica- 
ting D, and the accounts corroborate each other in such a manner as to render 
previous concert highly improbable.” If several accomplices simultaneously and 
without previous concert give a consistent account of the crime implica ting the accus- 
ed the Court may accept the several statements as corroborating each other, see 
Haroor. Haji Abdulla v. Stale of Maharashtra^. But it must be established that the 
several statements of accomplices were given independently and without any pre- 
vious concert, see Bhuboni Sahu v. The King-. In the present case the ‘Rani ofjhansi 
was searched on 2nd February, 1959. Yusuf gave his first statement on 3rd February, 
1959. He did not then implicate Mukheijee. Maxie Miranda gave his statement 
on 4th February, 1959 implicating Mukheijee. No other accomplice made a state- 
ment on that date. There was ample opportunity thereafter for the accomplices 
meeting together ard conspiring to implicate Mukheijee. On 8th Februar}', 1959 
G. B. D’Souza, Bhide and Yusuf made separate statements implicating Mukheijee. 
On 27th June, 1959 Zahur made a similar statement. These statements cannot 
be regarded as having been made independently and without any previous concert 
and do not amount to sufficient corroboration of the accomplice evidence. 

On 11th February, 1959 Bello made a* confession implicating Mukherjee. 
At the trial he retracted the confession. Under section 30 the Court can take into 
consideration this retracted confession against Mukheijee. But this confession can 
be used only in support of other evidence and cannot be made the foundation of a 
conviction, see Bhuboni Saha’s case-, page 156. It cannot be U'scd to support the 
evidence of the other accomplices. 

In our view Criminal Appeal No. 141 of 1966 should be allowed and 
Mukherjee should be acquitted of all the charges. 

Case of Accused jVb. 15 JV. S. Rao (Cr.A. Ko. 142 of 1966). 

In this case there is sufficient independent corroboration of YusuPs testimony 
implicating Rao. Coun'el for the appellant did not dispute the finding of the High 
Court that Rao is guilty of the offences with which he had been charged. The High 
Court rightly convicted N. S. Rao. 

Case of Accused Kb. 14 Parasuram T. Kanel {Cr.A. Kb. 143 of 1966), 

Coimsel did not dispute the finding of the High Court that there is sufficient 
independent corroboration of accomplice evidence implicating Kanel. We have 
perused the records and we find that the High Court rightly convicted Kanel of the 
charges against him. 

Case of Accused Kb. 6 Lahshmandas Chhaganlal Bhatia (Cr.A. Ko. 144 of 1966). 

The Courts below accqjted the testimony of Yusuf Merchant implicatino' 
Lak^hmandas in the conspiracy and other specific charges against him. Lakshmam 
das acted as the financier in the first four transactions and subsequently participated 
in the disposal of gold. YusuPs testimony has been corroborated in material parti- 
culars. It is sufficient to mention two circumstances which connects Lakshmandas 
with the criminal conspiraev* and other charges against him. 
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Exliibit Z-20 sl^o^vs that on 26th Novcmberj 1956 Latshmandas had the tele- 
graphic address “Subhat” registered. The application for registration of “Subhat” 
%ras signed by Lakshmandas. The address for the delivery of the cables svas 
Lakshmandas Clihaganlal BhatiUj 8, Little Gibbs Road, Alima nor Building, 1st 
Floor, Bombay-6. Numerous cables avith regard to the smuggling of gold avere 
received by Lakshmandas at the telr^aphic address “Subhat”. The eaadence 
shoavs tliat the address '' Subhat” avas registered for the purpose of the smuggling 
activities only. It does not appear that any cable relating to any legitimate business 
was received by Lakshmandas at this telegraphic address. 

The third carrier, J. P. Hofiinan arrived in Delhi. The contact of Lakshmandas 
aaitli this carrier is clearly established. Exhibit is a cable dated 6th March, 
1957 from Yusuf to Pedro stating that he was awaiting the party at Hotel Marina in 
Delhi and that the code name rras captain. The passenger manifest of the Indian 
Airlines Corporation (Exhibit Z-566) shows that A-i4 P. T. Kanel the brother-in- 
law of Lakshmandas travelled from Bombay to Delhi by flight No. 125 of 1966 on 
7th March, 1957. The reservation Chart Z-566-A shows that the reseiantion for 
Kanel avas made from telephone No. 70545 of Lakshmandas. The register of Hotel 
Marina. New Delhi, Exhibit Z-65 shows that Kanel arrived at the Hotel on 8th 
March, 1957 at 7-30 A.ir. and occupied room No. 22. At the Hotel Kanel declared 
that Thambu Chetty Street, Madras, was his permanent address, though in fact he 
had no such address at Madras. The telephone register of Marina Hotel Exhibit 
Z-65-G shows that on 8th March, Kanel attempted to contact telephone No. 70545 
but the call rvas cancelled. The passenger list of Indian Airlines Corporation Exhibit 
Z-567-A shows that a seat sras booked for Bhatia by plane from Bombay to Delhi 
and the manifest shows that he travelled by the plane on 9th March, 1957. The 
manifest of K. L. M. Ainrays Exliibit Z-489 shoivs that Hoffinan travelled by plane 
from Geneva and arrived at Palam Airport, New Delhi, on 9th March. The register 
of Hotel Marina Exhibit Z-66 shows that Hoffman arrived at the Marina Hotel on 
8th March, at 1-40 a.m. and occupied room No. 39. The bill of Hotel Marina 
Exhibi. Z-65-B shows that Kanel rvas charged Rs. 3-8-0 extra for a guest and that he 
left tlie Hotel on 10th March. The passenger manifest Exhibit Z-537 shows that 
on 10th March, 1957 Kanel and Lakshmandas travelled by the same plane from 
Delhi to Bombay and their ticket Nos. were 194885 and 194886. There is nothing 
to show that Kanel and Lakshanadas cr.me to DeUii for any legitimate business. 
The documentary evidence completely corroborates Yusuf’s testimony that Kanel 
came to Delhi, and later he -was joined by Lakshmandas and that the object of their, 
visit was to contact the carrier Hoffman and to receive from him tlie smuggled gold. 
The Courts beloiv rightly convicted Lakshmandas of the charges against him. 

Counsel for the appellants pleaded for a mitigation of the sentences. The Courts 
below passed on them sentences of rigorous imprisonment on the charge of cons- 
piracy and on the individual charges for which thej' were convicted and directed 
that the sentences on all the charges except the charge of criminal conspiracj- would 
run concurrently. Coimsel argued that a separate punishment on the conspirac)' 
charge was not justified and referred us the following passage in Ghanville Williams’ 
Criminal Law, 2nd Ed., (General Part), Article 220, page 685 : — 

“ Conspiracy is a useful feature on which to seize for punishing inchoate crime ; 
it is not, in general, an aggravating factor when crime has been committed. 
Where there is a prosecution for a consummated crime and for conspiracy to 
conurut it, no separate punishment would be justifiable on tlie conspiracy count. 
However, the fact that criminals arc organized professionally for crime may be 
taken into consideration in determining the pimishment for the crime.” 

We find that the offence imder section 167 (81) of the Sea Customs Act, 1878 
was pimish.able srith imprisonment for a term not exceeding tivo ) ears or to fine or 
to both. A party to a criminal conspiracy to commit this offence was pimisbablc 
under section 120-B (1) of the Indian Penal Code in the same manner as if he had 
abetted tlic offence. A criminal conspiracy is a separate offence, punishable sepa- 
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lately firorn. tiie m-iin offence. Tbe sentences passed by the Courts below cannot be 
said to be illegal. Howcv-er^ in the present case. Yusuf and Pedro^ the ring leaders 
of the conspiraq.'. hava reaped punishment. There has been a prolonged trial 
commencing in Juljy I960 and ending in conviction on 30th September^ 1963. 
Considering all the circmnstancesj we think, that the sentences on all the charges 
should run concurrently. 

In the re.-ult, Crhnmal Appeal No. 140 of 1966 is allowed and Maganlal 
Naranji Patel is acquitted of all the charges. Criminal Appeal No. 141 of 1966 is 
also ailosv-ed and N. B. Mukheijee is acquitted of all the charges. 

Criminal -A.ppeal Nos. 139 of 1966, 142 of 1965, 143 of 1966 and 144 of 1966 are 
allowed in part and sve direct tha,t all the sentences passed on the appellants will 
run concurrently- In other respects, the appeals are dismissed. 

S.Y.J. ’ Orders accordingly. 

THE SUPREME COUHT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J.C. Shah and G.K. Mitter, JJ. 

T. G. Venkataraman etc. ... Appellants^ 

T. 

The State of Madras aud Another etc. ... Respondents. 

Madras General Sales Tax Act (Jo/ 1959) — Constinnion of India (1950), Articles 14 
and 301 — Imposition of tax on sale of ‘ cane jaggery' while exempting that on 
‘palm Jaggery' — If discriminatory and violative of equality danse of the Constitu- 
tion — Freedom of trade cmd commerce if impeded the levy—Legislative power 
if has been colourdbly exercised in imposing the levy. 

Since section 8 read with the Third Schedule of the Madras General Sales Tax 
Act (I of 1959) as amended by Madras Act II of 1968 exempts only “ sugar ” 
from h'ability to tax, sales of jaggery, cane and palm, now fall within the charging 
section. But the GoTOmment of Madras have in exercise of power under section 
17 of Act I of 1959 exempted transaction of sale of “palm jaggery” from tax. 
It is true that between 1st April, 1958 and 3Ist October, 1967 .transactions of sale 
of “ cane jaggery " and “ pahn jaggery ” were exempt from h'ability to pay sales 
tax under the Acts of 1939 and 1959, but it carmot be inferred therefrom that the 
Legislature treated "palm jaggery ” and “ cane jaggery ” as the same commodity. 

The eridence on the record clearly shows that “ cane jaggery ” and “ palm 
jaggery “ are commercially different commodities. “ Cane jaggery ” is produced 
from the juice of su^rcane ; “palm jaggeq' ” is produced from the juice of the 
palm tree. Production of “ palm jaggery *’ in the State is small compared to 
“ cane jaggery' ”. The meth(^ of production of “ palm jaggery ” and “ cane 
jaggery ” are different ; they reach the consumers through different ch anne ls of 
dStribution ; the prices at which they are sold differ and they are consumed by 
different sections of the community. It must therefore be held that “ cane jaggery ” 
and “ pahn jaggery “ are not commodities of the same class, and in any event in 
imposing liability to tax on transactions of sale of “ cane jaggery ” and exempting 
“palm jaggery”, no unlawful discrimination denying the guarantee of equal 
protection was practised. 

Freedom of trade, commerce and intercourse guaranteed by Article 301 of the 
Constitution is protected agt^inst taxing statutes as well as other statutes, but by 
imposition of tax on transactions of sale of cane jaggery ” no restriction on the 
freedom of trade or commerce or in the course of trade with or within the State is 
imposed. The tax imposed on transactions of sale of “ cane jaggery' ” does not 
affect the freedom of trade within the meaning of Article 301. 


* C As- Nos. 2SI . 2S4, 365. 3 
567 of 1969 


■S3 to 393 and 513 to 


23rd April, 
17th July, 1969. 
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There is no substance in the contention that the Act which imposes tax on 
“ cane jaggery ” and the notification which exempts “ palm jaggery ” from h‘a- 
bility to tax imposes a colourable exercise of authority. If the Legislature has the 
power to impose the tax, its authority is not open to challenge on a plea of colour- 
able exercise of power. 

Appeals from the Judgment and Order dated the 6th December, 1968 of the 
Madras High Court in Writ Petitions Nos. 1659 of 1968, etc. 

M. S. Sethu and A. V. V. Nair, Advocates for Appellant (In C. As. Nos. 281 
and 363 of 1969.) 

Af. S. Sethu and P. Paraitieshwara Rao, Advocates, for Appellant (In C. A. No. 
284 of 1969). 

H. R. GokJiale, Senior Advocate (K. Jayarcwi, Advocate, with him), for the 
Appellant (In C. A. No. 383 of 1969). 

K. Jayofcau and T. S. Vishwanatha Rao, Advocates, for Appellant (In C. As. 
Nos. 384 to 393 and 513 to 567 of 1969.) 

S. V. Gupte, Senior Advocate, (S'. Mohan and A. V. Rangam, Advocates, with 
him), for Respondent (In C. A. No. 281 of 1969). 

S. Mohan and A. V. Rangam, Advocates, for Respondents (In CAs. Nos. 284, 
363, 383 to 393 and 513 to 567 of 1969.) 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, J. — ^At the conclusion of the hearing of these appeals on 23rd April, 1969 
We announced that “ the appeals are dismissed w’ith costs ; reasons in support of 
the order will bo delivered thereafter.” We pioceed to record the reasons in support 
of the order. 

The appellants carry on business as dealers in "cane jaggery^ ” in the State of 
Tamil Nadu. As a result of certain legislative and executive measures, transacticn 
of sale in “ cane jaggery ” were made fiable as from 1st January, 1968 to tax under 
the Madras General Sales Tax Act, 1959, and transactions of sale in “ palm jaggety ” 
remained exempt from sales tax. The appellants filed petitions in the High Court of 
Madras challenging the validity of the levy of tax on “ cane jaggery ”, on three 
grounds : 

(1) that the levy of tax on turnover from sale of “ cane jaggery ” was discri- 
minatory and violated the equality clause of the Constitution ; 

(2) that the levy of tax imposes a restriction on trade and commerce 
contrary to the provisions of Part XQI of the Constitution ; and 

(3) there is excessive delegation of legislative authority to the executive and 
on that account the levy of tax pursuant to an order made in exercise of the powers 
under section 59 of the Madras General Sales Tax Act I of 1959 on " cane jaggery ” 
is invalid. 

The High Court rejected all the contentions. 

Counsel for the appellants have in these appeals urged the first two grounds and 
have in addition submitted that in levying tax on turnover from sale of “cane jaggery” 
legislative power has been colourably exercised. The argument that there was excessive 
delegation to the executiv'e of the legislative power w'as abandoned before the Court, 
because the State of Madras has enacted Act U of 1968 authorising levy of tax on 
sale of jaggery by amending Schedule III to Madras Act I of 1959. 

Turnover from sale of jaggery — cane or palm — ^was subject to tax under section 3 
(1) of the Madras Act IX of 1939 at three pies per rupee. By G.O. No. 651 dated 28th 
February, 1955 and G.O. No. 2780 dated 7th S<^temfcr, 1955 all sales of “palm 
jaggery” effected through Co-operative Societies and the Palm Gur Federation were 
exempted from tax. By another G.O. No. 1605 dated 19th August, 1956, all transac- 
tions of sale in “palmjaggcry” were exempted from sales tax with efect from IstApril, 
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1956. Transactions of sale in “ cane jaggery ” therefore continued to remain liable 
to tax whereas sales of “ palm jaggery ” enjoyed the benefit of exemption from tax. 

After the judgment of this Court in The Bengal Immunity Company Ltd. v. The 
State of Bihar and others \ the Parliament amended Article 286 and entry 54 in List 
n of the Seventh Schedule and added a new Entry 92-A in List I in the Seventh 
Schedule by the Constitution (Sixth Amendment) Act. In exercise of the power under 
Entry 92-A List I the Parliament enacted the Central Sales Tax Act 74 of 1956. 
By Chapter IV of that Act the power reserved under the amended Article 286 Clause 
(3) was exercised by the Parliament and certain classes of goods were declared to be 
of “ Special importance in inter-State trade or commerce”. By section 15 certain 
modifications were declared in State Acts relating to the levy of taxes on sales and 
purchases of declared goods. However, in the list of goods of “ special importance 
in inter-State trade or commerce ” gur or jaggery was when the Act was enacted, 
not included. 

The Parliament then enacted the Additional Duties of Excise (Goods of Special 
Importance) Act, 1957 (Act 58 of 1957). Section 3 of that Act authorised the levy 
and collection of additional duties in respect of several classes of goods including 
“ sugar ”. By section 4 it was provided that during each financial year, there shall 
be paid out of the Consolidated Fund of Lidia to the States in accordance with the 
provisions of the second schedule, such sums, representing a part of the net proceed 
of the additional duties levied and collected duiing that financial year, as are specified 
in that Schedule. It was enacted by the proviso to clause (2) of the Schedule that 
if during that financial year there is levied and collected in any State specified in 
the Table a tax on the sale or purchase of sugar by or under any law of that 
State, no sums shall be payable to that State under sub-clause (») or sub-clause (»V) 
of clause (b) in respect of that financial year, unless the Central Government by 
special order otherwise directs. The expression ‘ sugar’ was defined in section 2 (c) 
as having the same meaning as it has in the First Schedule to the Central Exdse and 
Salt Act, 1944. The Governor of Madras issued Ordinance I of 1957 directing that 
transactions of sale of “ cane jaggery ” be liable to a single point tax at 5 per cent, 
with eSect from 1st April, 1957. By virtue of the Central Sales Tax Act, 1956, as 
amended by Act 31 of 1958 ” sugar as defined in Item No. 8 of the First Schedule 
to the Central Excises and Salt Act, 1944 was declared a commodity essential to the 
life of the community and tax could thereafter be levied on “ sugar ” at the rate of 2 
per cent only. But in view of the definition contained in the Central Excise and Salt 
Act, 1944, there was some doubt whether the expression “ sugar” included gur. The 
State of Madras being apparently of the opinion that “ palm jaggery ” and “ cane 
jaggerj' ” were subject to the provisions of the Additional Excise Act 58 of 1957, 
issued on 15th April, 1958, G. O. No. 1457 exempting all ^les of ” cane jaggery” 
from tax with efiect from 1st April, 1958. Transactions of sale of palm jaggery ” 
were therefore exempt partially from sales tax from 28th February, 1955 and wholly 
from 1st April, 1956, and transactions of sale of “ cane jaggery ” were exempt from 
tax from 1st April, 1958. 

The State Legislature enacted the Madras General Sales Tax Act I of 1959 with 
effect from 1st April, 1959. By section 3 every dealer whose total turnover was not 
less than Rs. 10,000 became liable to pay tax for each year at the rate of 2 j>er cent of 
his taxable turnover. By section 8 it was provided that subject to such restrictions 
and conditions as may ^ prescribed, a dealer who deals in goods specified in the 
Third Schedule shall not be liable to pay any tax under the Act in respect of such 
goods. Item 5 in the Third Schedule was “sugar including jaggery and gur.” Sec- 
tion 17 of that Act authorised the State Government by notification to exempt or 
to make reduction in rate in respect of any tax payable under the Act on the sale or 
purchase of any specified goods or class of goods at all points or specified points in 
respect of sales by successive dealers or by any specified class of dealers in respect of 


I. (1955) 2 S.C.R. 603 : (1955) S.C.J. 672 : (1955) 2 M-L J. (S.C.) 16?. 
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the whole or any part of their rumour. By seeiion 59 (I) of the Act the Slate Go- 
veminent was authorised by noiiScatioii. to alter, add or cantsl any of the Srredjfes. 

On 1st April, 1959 transactions of sale of “ sugar including jagery and gar 
were exempt from liability’ to pay tax under the hfacias General Sales lax Act I of 
1959. The exemption applied to all transactions of sale of “ cane jaggeiy " and 
“ palm jaggerj’ On 10th September, 1965 the Government of India advised, the 
State Government that “jaggery” was not included in the expression “sugar” m 
the Additionai Duties of Excise Act 5S of 1957. The State of hfadias in exeidse 
of the power under sub-section (1) of section 59 of thehfadras General Sales Tax Ad, 
issued G. O. No. 2261 dated 30ih December, 1967, that ; 

“ In the said (Third) Schedide in item, 5 for the word ‘ including* the words but 
not including, shall be substituted.'*’ 

The State simultaneously issued another notiScation that — 

“ In exercise of powers conferred by section 17 (I) of the hlacras General Sales 
Tax Act, 1959, the Governor of hfadras granted exemption in respect of tax pay- 
able under the Act on aU sales of palm jaggery.** 

In coruequence of the two noriScations turnover from transactions of sale^of 
“ cane jaggerv’ ” which was till then exempt from tax became liable to tax under 
section 3 of Sie INfadras Act I of 1959 whereas sale of “ palm jaggery '* remamed 
exempt from llabilitv- to pay sales tax. 

In support of the plea that the State had practised unlawful discrimination bet- 
ween sales of ‘'pahn jaggery" and “cane jaggery*’ it was urged that “ cane jaggery ” 
and “ palm jaggery *’ which were identical commodities and were treated simSaiiy 
under the successive Sales Tax Acts of the State for many years past were whhout^y 
rational nexus with the object sought to be served by the Madras General Sales Tax 
Act, 1959, difTerently treated and on that acscount the noJif cation issued under sec- 
tion 59 sub-section (I) which modiSes the Hiird Schedirle is ultra rlres. 

It may be recalled that the notification under section 59 (I) which was issued 
in exercise of executive authoiiw has received legislauta sanction by hladras Act 2 
of 196S. Amendment in the Third Schedule now fiows from the exercise of legs- 
lative authority and not executive authorin’. 

Since section S read with the Third Schedule as amended by Madras Act 2 of 
196S exemptsoniv' “sugar-'’ from liabilityto tax sales of jaggery, caneand palm, now 
fall within the charging section. But the Government of hladras have in exercise 
of powers under section 17 of .A.ct I of 1959 exempted transactions of sale of “paim 
jaggery ” from tax. It is true that between 1st -4pril, I95S and 3Ist October, 1957 
transactions of sale of “ cane jaggery’ ” and “palm jaggery ” were exempt from 
liability to pay sales tax under the hladras General Sales Tax Ac^ of 1939 and 1959, 
but it cannot be inferred iherefrom that the Legislature treated “palm jaggery" and 
“cane jaggery ” as the “ same commodity’ ” For nearly three years before l_st April, 
195S sales of “ palm jaggery ’’ were exempt from tax bat sales of “ case jaggery” 
were not. 

The evidence on the reco"d clearly shows that “cane jaggery” 2 nd ‘^alm jaggery’” 
are commercially diSerent commodities. “ Cane jaggery ” is produced from the 
juice of sugarcane • “ palm jaggery’ *’ is produced from the juirs of the palm frK. 
hlr. Raghupathj’, Deputy Secretary to the Government of Madras (Commercial 
Taxes) has stated in his aSdavit that “ palm jeggery ” industry comes uirder the 
purview of Khadi and Village Industries Board and is one of the cottage industnes 
which gives employment mainly’ to poor tappers. The tappers, according to Mr. 
Raghupathy, collect “ aeera ” from palm and other trees and prepare jaggery’ by 
the traditional method of boiling “neera ’’ in their huts and produce jaggery wilho’ut 
^e aid of any’ machinery’. Production of “ paim jaggery ” in the State compcrc^io 
“ cane jaggery ' is small. The price of ‘'palm jaggery ’’ and “ cane jaggery differ 
TOdely and apparently “ palm jaggery’ ” and “ cane jaggery ” are consumed by 
dificrent sections of the communi^’. It is tdear that the method of prcnluclion of 
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“ palm jaggery ” and “ cane jaggery ” are different; they reach the consumers 
through different channels of distribution ; the prices at which they are sold differ 
and they are consumed by different sections of the community. 

In a recent judgment N. Vemigopala Ravi Varma Rajah v. Union of India and 
another this Court obsersed : 

“ tax law's are aimed at dealing with complex problems of infinite vari- 

ety necessitating adjustment of several disparate elements. The , Courts 
accordingly admit, subject to adherence to the fundamental principles of the 
doctrine of equality a larger play to legislative discretion in the matter of classi- 
fication. The power to classify may be exercised so as toadjust the system cf taxa- 
tion in all pioper and reasonable ways ; the Legislature may select persons, 
properties, transactions and objects and apply different methods and even rates 
for tax, if the Legislature does so reasonably.’* ** If the classification is rational, 
the Legislature is free to choose objects of taxation impose different rates, exempt 
classes of property from taxation, subject different classes of property to tax in 
different w’ays and adopt different modes of assessment. A taxing statute may 
contravene Article 14 of the Constitution if it seeks to impose on the same class of 
property, persons, transactions or occupations similarly situate, incidence of 
taxation, w’hich leads to ob\'ious inequality.” 

It was also said by the Court that : 

“ It is for the Legislature to determine the objects on which tax shall be lewed, 
and the rates thereof. The Courts \vill not strike down an Act as denying the 
equal protection merely because other objects could have to been, but are not, 
taxed by the Legislature.” 

Wc are accordingly of the view that ” cane jaggery ” and _“ pahn jaggery ” are 
not commodities of the same class, and in any event in imposing liability to tax on 
transactions of sale of “ cane jaggery ” and exempting ” palm jaggery, ” no 
unlaw'ful discrimination denting the guarantee of equal protection was practised. 

No serious argument was advanced in support of the plea that the _ freedom of 
trade and commerce guaranteed by Part XHE of the Constitution is infringed by the 
mposition of tax on “ cane jaggery Freedom of trade, commerce and intercourse 
guaranteed by Article 301 of the Constitution is protected against taxing statutes as 
w’oll as other statutes, but by imposition of tax on transactions of sale of “ cane jaggery ” 
no restriction on the freedom of trade or commerce or in the course of trade with or 
within the State is imposed. The tax imposed on transaction of sale of “ cane 
jaggery” does not affect the freedom of trade within the mcam’ng of Article 301. 

As observed hy this Court ia. The State of Madras v. N. K. Nataraja Madali,' ‘-‘a tax 
may in certain cases directly and immediately restrict or hamper the free flow of 
trade, but every imposition of tax does not do so.” 

There is no substance in the contention that the Act w'hich imposes tax on “ cane 
jaggery ” and the notification which exempts “pahn jaggery' ” from h'ability to tax 
imposes a colourable exercise of authority. If the Legislature has the pow'er 
to impose the tax, its authority is not open to challenge on a pica of colourable 
exercise of pow'er: K. C. Gajapati Narayan Deo & Others v. The State of Orisia\ 

There will be one hearing fee. 

V.K. Appeals dismissed. 


1- (1959) 2 I.TJ. 590 : (1969) 2 S.CJ. 721. 
2. (1969) I A-i. W.R. (S.C.) 2S : (1969) I 
S CJ SIS : 22 S.T.C. 376 ; (1969) 1 M.L J. (S.C) 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. Shah, Acting C. V. RAMASWAi.n and A. N. Grover, JJ. 
M/s. Kurapati Venkatasatyanarayana and Brothers . • Appellants* 


The State of Andhra Pradesh 


Respondent. 


Constitution of India (1950), Article 286(1) (a), 

Tax Act \lX of 1939), Section 22 (a), (i) Explanation-Scope— IVhen attracted. 

Sales Tax — Single order of assessment for a particular year Part of assessment 
illegal — Assessment if invalid in ioto. 

If the goods were as a direct result of a sale delivered outside 
purpose of consumption in the State of first deliveiv the assess^ , . . , 286 (I) 
titled to the exemption from sales tax by virtue oftheE^lanation to 286^^^^ 

(a) ofthe Constitution and it would not be necessary for the 

further that the goods so delivered were actually consumed in the State oi nrsi 
destination. 

In the present case though there is a single order of assessment for the ^ses^^^^^ 
year 1949-50, the assessment could be split up and dissected and th ascertain 
separated and taxed for different periods. It is quite ^sy m 
the turnover of the appellant for the pre-Consti^tion It is 

periods for these figures are furnished m the plamt by the ^f^the 

open to the Supreme Court in these circumstances to sever part 

Ssment and give a declaration with regard to that part alone instead of decla 

ring the entire assessment void. 

Appealfromthe Judgment and Decree dated the 11th March, 1965 of the 

Andhra Piadesh High Couit in A. S. Nos. 169 and 93 of 1957. 

Rajesbwara Rao and B. Farthasarathi, Advocates, foi Appellant. 

D. Munikanniah, Senior Advocate {A . V. V. Nair, Advocate, with him), for Res- 
pondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Smuimami. /.-This appeal is brou^t by certiliate from 
High Court of Andhra Pradesh dated 11th March, 1965 in A.S. Nos. 
of 1957. „ 

_ The apprilaat was a .firm ofleato in pulses a, ^aya™to I. was seai.| 


and Kerala by ran m tne course oi .aaxv. Heliverv 

to ‘ self’ and the railway receipts were endorsed m favour of “f/ Z 

against payments. The purchasers obtained the r^^ay receipts afte p J 
took deliveiy of the goods. The total turnover of the business o PP 

for the year 1949-50 was Rs. 17,05,144-2-2. Of the said turnover a Edras 
Rs. 3,61,442-7-3 represented the turnover ^ sales ^ected Ji collected 

State. For the assessment year 1949-50 the D^uty Coi^ercial Tax Offi 
sales- tax on the total turnover without exempting the value Madras 

the State. The appellant was permitted to pay sales tax under rule 12 of ^ j 

general Sales tS (Tutnovc/and Assessment). Rules. StmSend 

monthly returns and paid sales tax without claimmg any 1950 

of January, 1950 . But in the returns for the months of February and March, 1950 
the appellant claimed exemption on sales effected outside the State. 
submitted a consolidated return Exhibit A-18 to the Deputy 334-7-9 

on 30th March 1950 claiming exemption m respect of a sum oi Ks. ru,3/, 


• C.A. No. 1451 of 1968. 


1st August, 1969- 
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being the value of the sales effected outside the State for the period commencing from 
1st April, 1949 and ending 3Ist January, 1950. The Deputy Commercial. Tax 
Ofurar fixed the taxable turnover of the appellant at Rs. 17,05,144-2-2 and issued a 
notice Exhibit A-23, dated 24th October, 1950 to show cause why the appellant should 
not be assessed accordingly. The appellant was thereafter held hable to pay tax 
amounting to Rs. 26,642-14-0 on a net turnover of Rs. 17,05,144-2-2. The appellant 
preferred an appeal to the Commercial Tax Officer and a revision petition to the 
Board of Revenue, Madras but was uixsuccessful. The appellant, therefore brought 
a suit for the recovery^ of Rs. 21,270-13-0 being the amount of tax illegally collected 
from him together with interest, contending that the sales efiected outside the State 
could not be taxed under Article 286 (1) (c) of the Constitution of India. The 
State of Madras contested the suit on the ground that the sales were taxable as they 
fell within the purview of explanation 2 to section 2 ih) of the Madias General Sales 
Tax Act, 1939 (hereinafter referred to as the Act). Tbe Subordinate Judge held that 
for the period from 1st April, 19-^9 to 25th January' 1950 the appellant was not entitled 
to impeach the assessment on the turnover relating to sales outside the State. As 
regards the period from 26th March, 1950 to 31st March 1950, the Subordinate 
Judge took the riew that the part of the turnover relating to outside sales was not 
liable to sales-tax but as there was a single order of assessment for the entire period 
the entire assessment was illegal. Against the judgment of the Subordinate Judge 
both the appellant and the respondent filed appeals A.S.No. 93of]957 andA.S. 
No. 169 of 1957 to the High Court of Andhra Pradesh. By its order dated 18th April, 
1960 in Appeal No. 169 of 1957 the High Court called for a finding from the trial 
Court as to whether the appellant was able to prove the facts entitling him to invoke 
the explanation to Article 286 (1) (a). By its order dated 21st July, 1962 the trial 
Court submitted a finding to the effect that in view of the decision of the Supreme 
Court in India Copper Corporation Ltd. v. The State of Bihar \ the burden of proof 
was not on the appellant and that the finding will have to be given in its favour. 
But by its order ^ted5th March, 1963 the Hi^ Court directed the Subordinate 
Judge to record a finding after considering the evidence adduced by the appellant as to 
whether the goods in question were delivered for consumption within the defivery 
States. In its order dated 22nd March, 1963, the trial Court, after considering the 
evidence given by the appellant’s witnesses came to the conclusion that the deliveries 
were not madeforby a common judgment dated 1 1th March, 1965 in A.S. Nos. 93 
and 169 of 1957 held that the appellant could not claim the benefit under Article 286 
(1) (a) of the Constitution in the absence of evidence as to how the wholesalers disposed 
of the goods after obtaining delivery and therefore the entire turnover for the year 
1949-50 would be assessable to tax. In the result A.S. No. 169 of 1957 filed by the 
respondent wss allowed and A.S. No. 93 of 1957 filed by the appellant was dismissed. 

The Madras General Sales Tax Act, 1939 was enacted in exercise of the legislative 
authorit}’ conferred upon the Provincial Legislatures by Entry 48 of List n read vvith 
section 100 (3) of the Government of India Act, 1935 . The explanation to section 
2 (ft) of this Act is as follows : 

“ Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the Indian Sale of Goo^ Act 
1930 the sale or purchase of any goods shall be deemed, for the purpose of this Act 
to^ have taken place in this Province, wherever the contract of sale or purchase 
might have been made. 

(a) If the goods were actually’ in this Province at the time when the contract 
of sale or purchase in respect thereof was made or, 

(b) in case the contract was for the sale or purchse of future goods by des- 
cription, then, if the goods are actually produced in this Province at any time after 
the contract of sale or purchase in respect thereof was made.” 

Under Entry 48 of List II of the Government of India Act, 1935 the Provincial 
Legislatures could tax sales by selecting some fact or circumstance which provided a 


1- CI961) 1 S.CJ.457 : (1961) 2 S.CR. 276 : (1961) 12 S-T-C 56. 
»cj— 22 
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territorial nexus vvitli the taxing pow of the State even if 

sold passed outside the Province or the dehvery ^ ^tenc^ 

outside the Province. legislation taxing sales ^epening solely upon the 

State of MudrasY- , . 

By Article 286 of the Constitution certain fetters v.-ere placed upon the legis- 
lative of powers of the States as follows: 

•• (1) No law of a State shall impose, or >“'toXi‘'?alTrtac“ ' ““ 
the sale or purchase of goods where such sale or pu 

(а) outside the State ; or ^ 

(б) io the course of the import of the goods, into, or export of the goods 

of, the territory of India. . . 

Explanation— VoT the eo^o^h^ave°actiStybeendelive- 

deemedto have taken place in the State .. ouroose of consumption in 

red as a direct result of such sale or Pmehase P“^°^;,.°;iating to sale of 

another State. , 

(2) Except in so far as parliament may by pmchase of 

State shall impose, or authonse the imposition , course of inter State 

any goods where such sale or purchase takes place in the corns 

trade or commerce : - , 

Provided that the President may by J ^y^the’^Government of any 

purchase of goods which was being ; Constitution shall, notwith- 

State immediately before the commencement tirowsions of this clause, 

standing that the imposition of such tax contra^’ to the prowsions 

continue to be levied until the thirty first day of > _ 

(3) No law made by Ihe Legislature ^ ,™P°^°|’havSce°nicla^ 

imposition of, a tax on the sale of the conmunity shall have effect 

by ParPament by law to be essential for b President and has received 

unless it has been reserved for the consideration of the Presiuenr 

his assent.'’ . . , 286 

Therefore, by incorporating section 22 of the Madras Act section 

noUvithstanding the amplitude of the P^'^^ PlJl^of'Siple dimension was Imposed 
read with the definition of ‘sale > a cumulat is e fetter of triple ° Stj,te could 

upon the taxing power of the State. The I^platme of tb^ 
not since 26th JanW, 1950, lev7 a tax on sals of goods talun^ pm^^^ 


TOt“sinS»h‘janK?,'l950, k^7 = tax on sals 01 "Y;f/;„Vas out of, the 

State or in the course of import of the goods, into, or , nlace“in the courec of 

territory of India, or on sale of any goodswhere such.. . . , ^ 286 (1) (P) which is 

inter State trade or commerce. By the Exjplanation _ , j 7_ place in the 

incorporated by section 22 of the Madr^ Act a sale is j^lc for the 

State in which the goods arc actually dehvered ^ , j j-elatine to sale of 

purpose oi consumption in that State even ^bou^ nnd^ the 1^^ 

goods the property in the goods has by r^o° Actors Findia) Ltd.\ it was held 
In the State of Bombay and another v. The tj-eExolanation which 

that since the enactment ot Article 286 (iXa) ^^^^xable by that Stale alone 
may for c onvenience be called an “Explanation sale is taxaDje _^_^ 

1 U95S) SCJ SIS : (1958) S C.R. 1355. jS^S ^ 

2. (1953) S C.R.-677 : (1953) S C J. 369 : (1953) 1 M.L J- 743. 

(1953) 1 M-L-J- 739. 
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in which the goods sold are actually delivered as a direct result of sale for the purpose 

zrrrw:“;.«o„s <.0 - 

the Fourth Amendment inserting a new section, section 22 m that Act. It runs 
follows : . „ xt- 

. ^No.Magoon.ataodm.UsAc^M^^^^ 
imposition of a tax on the sale or purcnase oi any guuua 
takes place — 

(а) (i) outside the State of Madras, or 

(ii) in the course of import of the goods into the teiritory of India or of the 
export of the goods out of such territory, or 

(б) except in so far as Parhament may by law otherwise 

31st March, 1951, in the course of inter-State trade or commerce, P 

of this Act shall be read and construed accordingly. n 

Explanation. — ^For the purposes of clause (n) ^ anally been 

deemed to have token place in the State m cS^tion 

delivered as a direct result of such sale or purchase for ^ relating to sale 

in that State, notwithstanding the fact that under h g purchase passed 

of goods the property in the goods has by reason of such sale or purcna 

in another State.” . 

By this amendment the same restrirtions were unon^post-Constitution 

statute as were imposed by Article 286 of the Constitut p P 

As regards the salcsfor tto period froinAp^4^9 to 25 A^Janua^,^^^^^ actually 

admitted before the Deputy Commercial Tax Offi included It was for this 
in the Madras State at the time contract of sale was con^lude^^^ 

reason that the Deputy Commercial Tax trial Court the appellant, 

pellant made in respect of those sales. It appears t ^ 2 (h) of the Act. But 

challenged the constitutional vahdity and Poppatlal 

in view of the decision of this Court mthe Tmiron ^ ff^fj^Xtopute the validity 
ShaVs case^ counsel on behalf of the aPP;hant id not 

of the assessment in regard to sales from 1st Apr , m rr-i, 10S0 the con- 

With regard to the period from 26th Jamap^, to . ^jjat the burden 

• ention of the appellant is that the ^igh Court was m^ rror ^gu^^ery of goods for 
of proof was on the appellant to show that the consumption of the goods 

consumption within the dehvery States but the founded and must be accepted 

in those States. In our opinion the ar^ment is weMou^^^^^^ 

as correct. In India Copper^ Corporation i cose ’ , V °utside the Slate of Bihar 

that if the goods were as a direct residt of delivery the assessee would be 

for the purpose of consumption m the State o Explanation to Article 286 (1) 

entitled to the exemption from sales-taxby r .Z a'sessee to prove further 

(o) of the Constitution and it would not be aec^^ry of first destination, 

that the goods so delivered were actually consumed in the State 

In the present case the Subordinate Judge has upon^a^consi^^^^^ 

dcnce adduced by the parties stated m J„jjv„ry should be for the purpose 

intention of the appellant was thpt ^e sa subsequent report dated 

k of consumption in the delivery State,. It i (ijfferent finding. But it is obvious 
22nd March, 1963 the Subordinatejudge gave 

that the s ubsequent report of the Subordin b — 

■ 1. (1958) S.CJ. 818: (1958) SC^ 1355. s/.' 4^7. (1961) 2 S.C.J. 276. 

(1953) S.CJ. 369 : (1953) S.C.R.6/7 • 

\ 1 "X r T T <*?■?« 
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laid down by tins court in India Copper Corporation's c^e\ has not 
account. Having regard to the evidence adduced by the 
S slSsfied thatk part of the turnover which related 

1950 to 31st March, 1950 was not liable to sales-tax and the Ie%7 ot sales tax irom 
appellant to this extent is illegal. 

The next question arising in this appeal is wheth^ ^he orfeof the 

Deputy Commercial Tax Officer for the year ^9-50 ^ lUe^l 
witLtanding the fact that the State for the 

side sales which were effected j indi^Tsible and if a part of 

appellant that the assessment mmt be b»^deemed to be infectS and 

the assessment is illegal the entire made to the decision 

treated as invalid. In support of . mmmissioner of Sedes Tax^ in 

of this Court in Ram Narain Sons Lid.y. Assistant Commissioner oj ooi 

which this Court obseiv'cd as follows : r,,.t the 

“ The necessity for doing so jf> as the 

assessment is one composite w;hole rej^tmg to P . ^^j^orits' for the propo- 
post-Constitution periods and is “^^abd m toto mm ^ aM 

sition that when an assessment the wrongful inclusion in it of certain 

totality' of the property treated as asms^able, n^ expresslv exempted 

items of property which by wrtue of a pro^^Ion o/ ^w ' 

from taration renders the assessment mrabd m toto. 

The Court dted with appioval a P^S® ^^StScimfSSrM^of^ga^ City No. 5.® 
mitlee inJe/me« & mite {Calgary) Ltd. and Municipal District oj . ^-_ctcd 

» When an assessment is not for an ran sever the 

and earmarked each of them to a ^^att4S’ed to it, while affirming 

items, and cut out one or more along . j. ^ndirided sum in respect 

the residue. But where the assessment consists of a si^ component (not 

of the totality of pro^rty treated as Sd 

dismissible as ‘ de minimis ) is on any ' , j the assessment is bad wholly, 

would seem clear that such a proc^ure is ^ , jj & Power Consolid- 

That nmtter is covered by authonty' In C.J.) in these 

ateds. CityofWestmoimt^ the 5?S^;ch wa?S^in part was infected throughout, 

conditions held that an asse:>si^ntwh , are of opinion, by panly of 

and treated it as invahd. Here their Lords^s^ar 

reasoning, that the assessment was mvahd m to . ^ 

Applying the principle to the J^Uhe^case should be remanded to 

set aside the or^rs of assessment ^ oopeUants in accordance with lav. 

the Assessment Officer for different i^ult in the later case the State 

The same principle was aj^lied ^.-iiich the question arose as ri^ard.s 

ofJamnnt and Kashmir v. Caltex (Jndia) ^otor spirit The Petrol 

thevalidityofanassessment of sales-tax of r for the penod January, 

Taxation Officer assessed the & Kashmir Motor Spint(Ta^tion 

1955 to May, 1959 under section 3 section 103 oftheConsUtutionof 

of Sales) Act, 2005, The respondent applied ungrsigoniu^^^ respondent 

Jammu and Kashmir and a single Judgo of ^ took place dunng the 

was liable to pay s^l^^-tax only in respert of the appellants from 

period January to September, 195 d and issued aw re^ s^ Division Bench 
Fe^'yingtaxfortheperiodOrtober,1955WMaJ^J^ appeal to this 

of the High Court quashed the asseisment for the u period 1st 

Court it was held that though there was one ord-r of dissected and the 

SS5, 1955 to May 1959 the ^^/”!?Vor°d4mnFp^n^^^ It was pointed out 
items of sale could be separated a nd taxed for d ifleremp;^ 


I. (1961) 1 SCJ. 457:(195I)2S.C.R..276: S.OR- ( 

S-T-C. 627 at 637. 


3. (1961) AC. 7S6 a* P- 

5- (S 2 sS‘. jfi’: (19^ 3 S.C-R. K9: 
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— j nitimate analysis on receipts from individual 

that the sales-tax wa§ eSire period, and, therefore, a writ 

sales or purchases of goo(^ f aonellant not to realise sales-tax with 

o^mmidamus could be issued the app^ 

regard to transactions of sale durmg the period trom /in csep ’ 

A similar question arose for estion in that cast was 

Ratterman v. Western Union ‘ Revised Statutes of Ohio, section 2778 

“ whether a single tax, assessed which receipts were derived partly from 

upon the receipts of a telegraph gg within the State but which were 

interstate commerce and partly f^°“..^°^sg“ration or apportionment, is wholly 
returned and assessed in gross that the said receipts were 

invalid, or invaUd only m was held unanimously by the Supreme Court 

derived from interstate commerce. It was n 
of the United States that the f ^es^t wa^ n^^^ 

only in proportion to the extent th ,.„biccts of taxation can be separated so that 
mcrce. It was obser\'ed that where the from that which anses 

which arises from interstate comn^r c^urt will act upon this distinction, and 

from commerce wholly within the State, the Co tj^g state to collect that 

will restrain the tax on interstate co . The principle of this case has been 

upon commerce wholly within . /■ g’ bowman v. Continental Company . 

consistently followed in , v,v this Court in The State of Bombay v. The 

This case has been cited with approval y , ^ that the same principle should 

United Motors {India) Ltd \ wlierem t was oh er^ ea in 

be .ppUed ib deaUng «.th taxmg ^ ^ i, , order of asaeae- 

In the present case we °^.°P|549°to Slsmarch, 1950 the assessment could be 
ment for the period „f gale separated and taxed for different periods, 

split up and dissectedand the Items oyal ^^^^ appellant for the pre- 

It is quite easy in this case ascertmn n furnished in the 

Constitution and post-Constitut o to the Court in these circumstances to 

plaint by the appellant hmself. It is op nt ^ ^^^j^^^tion with regard to that 
sever the illegal part of the .assessment a J* void. For these reasons we 

part alone instead of Granted a declaration that the order of assessment 

Lid that the appellant should be granted^^^^^ ^^45 50 ^o the 

made by the Deputy Commercial Tax umce which were dehvered 

extent that the levy of sales-tax is mad State for the period from 26th January, 

for the purpose of consumpbon out ide .^tate lor n p 

1950 to 31st March, 1950 The S 26th January, 1950 to 31st 

amountillegally collected from him forth p Q appellant is entitled to 

March, 1950. The trial Court has already lo ^his period to the extent of 

claim exemption with regard to 5,220-7-0. The appellant is 

Rs. 3,34,107-15-6 and the tax Rs. 5,220-7-0. The appellant is 

from .he date of sui. til. r«hsa,.on 

"^trrrLonsweaUowU^app^^^^^ 

There will be no order with regard to costs. 

V.K. 


Appeal allowed in part. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. ' 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present ; — ^J.C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice and G.K. Mitthr, J. 

Ram Chand (dead) by Ms legal representatives . . . Appellant * 

• >’• 

Thakur Janid Ballabhji MaharaJ and another ... Respondents. 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1902,), Order 41, rule 33 — Scope — Pttjari — Removal from 

the temple and its properties — Diety not a public trust — Court, if could frame a 

scheme for management of the temple and its properties. 

The pujari has committed several acts of mismanagement and misappropriation 
of the temple and its properties. He has set up a personal title to .the temple pro- 
perties and has converted the properties to Ms own use. He is therefore not fit to 
remain in possession as pujari or as manager of the temple and therefore he is 
liable to be ejected from the temple and its properties. 

The property of the temple was not property or a public trust of a religious or 
charitable nature. Yet, civil Court could in the exercise of the powers under 
•Order 41, rule 33 of the Civil Procedure Code direct that the Court of first instance 
• to frame a scheme of management of the temple collections and the income and 
disbursement of expenses, etc. ^ 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 22nd September, 
1964 of the Allahabad High Court in First Appeal No. 39 of 1952. 

J. P. Goyal and Sabhag Mai Jain, Advocates, for Appellants. 

K. B. Mehta, Advocate, for Respondent No. 2. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, Acting C.J. — Suit No. 41 of 1947 was filed in the Court of the Civil Judge, 
Mathura by the deity Thakur Janki Balabhji Maharaj, acting through its manager — 

L. Tulsiram, authorised agent of the Bharatpur State, for a decree for possession 
of the temple of the deity at Brindaban in U.P. ; and of the temple properties and for 
an order calling upon the defendant, Ramchand, to account for the realisations of the 
estate of the deity. 

The case of the plaimiffs was that the Ruler of the State of Bharatpur built the 
temple at Brindaban and installed the idol of Thakur Janki.Ballabhji Maharaj and 
dedicated the temple to the deity ; that the Sbebait of the deity who was a paid 
employee of the State was appointed by the Ruler of the State of Bharatpur ; that one 
Chhotelal was appointed a-pricst to perform the worship in the temple under a 
written agreement dated 8th April, 1936 ; that after the death of Clihotclal on 13fh 
May, 1912 Ramchand was appointed the priest of the temple on condition that he 
shall execute the usual agreement in favour of the State ; that Ramchand entered 
upon the duties as pujari but failed to execute the agreement, and in course of time 
raised various constructions of his own on the premises in dispute and converted 
them into private residential buildings, and illegally used the temple as a lodging 
house for j)iigrims “ to the utter detriment, loss and desecration of the deity” and 
thereby acquired “ illegal benefit to himself out of the temple properties and that 
Ramchand was not performing the seva puja of the deity. 

The suit was resisted by Ramchand. He denied that the temple was built at the 
expense of the Ruler of the State of Bharatpur or that he — Ramchand — ^was appointed 
to be a priest of the temple by the Ruler of Bharatpur. He contended that one Ram 
Narain Kedar Nath had taken a piece of land-at Brindaban on rent from the temple 
of Govindji and after constructing a temple thereon and installing the Thakurji had 
given it as an offering to Sitaram, ancestor of Ramchand, and had appointed Sitaram 
as the Manager of the temple; that the temple had since then remained in the manage- 
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TtatrialJJdis:niss=d.h=s.UioWttt^^^^ 

te o™:r of the templeor <>f ^ *!‘“!.r 

that the M.=r teas aho not the fonnte of anthonsed to 

Riile- iiad nerer appointed any pujan oi f 

appoint or dismiss suck a ^jan. 

In appeal against the f f,^Z^^tt\?trial Court erred in disimssing the suit 
before the High Court of ^^5Sj-^ofth“ State of Bharatpur “ had no concern with 
merely on the finding that iiSaUation of the idol in the temple ’ 

the construction of j°:tv havins resard to the acts of 

and that in the suit filea by th„ t-Ramchand, a decree should has e been 

misappropriation comniitted . j- ^ Ramchand contended that the suit l^oi^ 

made m fas'our of the deity, r - „ of Civil Procedure could not be 

of the nature of a suit under ^e^ion W the Advocate-^eml and 

instituted without obtaining ^ ^ gt^te of Bharatpur, could not file the srat. 

It was commoa “re a 

was not propert}' m. a °L t thSuit was filed by the deity agai^t theperson 

ment5,made in the plamt by the relators. Section 92 of the Code of 

in management and It w-as not a su ^ 2.nd the sanction of the Advoc^te- 

Chil Procedure had no ^PP^^fJ^'i^^SiSon^f the suit. The High Court therefore 
General was not a condition of maintainable without the sancaon 

rightly rejected the contention that the suit was not. ui 

of the Advocate-General. ^ worshipper, if he possesses 

The High Cob'll suit to protect the property of the deity. 

suScient qualitymg Ramchand had raised residential buildings of fcs 

Ob 3 e^^-mg that the defendant pilgrims in a part of those budd- 

own in the temple premises and account 

inas and was asserting a P^op.‘ ^ p rieity and had rendered himself hablo to 

of conduct detrimental to the g^ies and that he w'as unfit to art as 

be ejected from the temple an^^ massed by the trial Court and decreed the plamtife 
the High Court revemed the decre.. ^ “ ^ics and restrained the defendant 

suit for pos^ssion of tte ^*^P^*L^^^gjJrin 2 ^with the managemmt of the temple 
Ramchand by an mjunemon from mtert^n ^ appealed 

■ [iaiio::ofvror5aipoim^.awit;^. r 


mai uiic lo LHC 

the temple ana ns f"- "7„ {,{5 qW use. Ramchand is therefore not 

Gerties and has cons-erted the P^ope^^ ^ maSr of the temple. The suit is filed 
It to remain m ?r! 7 n 2 <TCT Grantina that it is not prowd that the 

hj the deity acting and instaUed the deity, there is abundant 

Ruler of Bharatpur estahl^h-d th- ^®®P “ , p ^ p’me to time large donations for 

Sidence that the State of Bhamtpurha^™^^^^^ ^ 

the maint^nce tV^it on behalf of the dety to protect the property. 

It is, towosttr, 

be noticed that even State of Rajasthan through its District Magistrate, 

State of Bharatpur ana Utrt b.,tm^ J p^^. 

the temple is the' State pf 

the Distort M^^g^trate m > ; pPthc temple and to protect its properties 

S&S'-- ¥te“SSbtcdiy a private tras. but the civil CoarU toe 



fife siitRMfe coimt JotMAL. [19^6 

jurisdiction to frame a scheme for the management of the temple which is not a 
public trust. The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council in Prcwiatha Nath, 
MtiUick V. Pradywma Kmnar MttUick \ directed that a scheme be framed for the 
regulation of the worship of the idol even though there was no public trust. In 
Auha Bibi and others v. NaHssa Sahib and others- the Madras High Court held that a 
suit for removing the trustees of a private trust and for framing a scheme was main- 
tainable. A similar view was also taken by the Calcutta High Court in Shri 
Mahadeo Jew and another v. Balkrishtta Vyas & another^. 

The civil Court has therefore jurisdiction to frame a scheme for management 
of the temple and its properties. The present is, in ourjudgment a case in which in 
exercise of the powers under Order 41, rule 33 of the Code of Civil Procedure we should 
direct that the Court of first instance to frame a scheme of management of the temple 
collections and the income and disbursement of expenses, application of the surplus 
if any and for that purpose to appoint a manager of the property of the deity and its 
properties, with authority to take possession of the temple and the properties from 
the defendant Ramchand and to administer the property and its income under the 
directions of the Court. We direct accordingly. The Court wiU also take an 
account of his dealings with the property of the deity from Ramchand and determine 
his liability and recover the amount found due from him on taking accounts. The 
Court will pass appropriate orders with regard to the constructions made by Ram- 
chand and will prevent the property being used for the private benefit of Ramchand 
or any other person. The scheme to be framed will be consistent with the law relating 
to private religious endowments, if any, in force in the State of Uttar Pradesh. 

Subject to this modification, the appeal is dismissed with costs. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S.M. Sikri and V. Ramaswanh, JJ. 

Nanak Chand ... Appellant* 

V. 

Chandra Kishore Aggarwal and others ... Respondents. 

Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act {LXXVIII of 1956), section 4 and Criminal 

Proce^ire Code (F of 1898), section 488 — Scope — section 4 (6) of the Maintenance 

Act, if repeals section 488, Criminal Procedure Code. 

Crinthud Procedure Code(F of 1898), section 488 — “ Child" — Meaning of— A major 

child “ unable to maintain itself if comes within the purview of the section. 

There is no inconsistency beUveen the Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act, 
1956 and section 488, Criminal Procedure code. Both can stand together. The main- 
tenance Act is an act to amend and codify the law relating to adoptions and main- 
tenance among Hindus. The law was substantially similar before and nobody 
ever suggested that Hindu Law, as in force immediately before the commencement 
of this Act, in so far as it dealt with the maintenance of children, was in any way 
inconsistent with section 488, Criminal Procedure Code. The scope of the two 
laws is different. Section 488 provides a summary remedy and is apph'cable to all 
persons belonging to all religions and has no relationship with the personal law of 
the parties. Therefore, it has to be held that section 4 (b) of the Maintenance Act 
does not repeal or affect in any maimer the provisions contained in section 488, 
Criminal Procedure Code. 

Held also that, If the concept of majority is imported into section 488, Criminal 
Procedure Code, a major child who is an imbecile or otherwise handicapped will 

I — — — ^ 

1- LR. (3925) 52 I A. 245 ; 49 M.LJ. 30. 3. A.I.R. 1952 Cal. 763. 

2. A.r.R. 3957 Mad. 583. 
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fall outside the purview of this section. If this concept is not imported, no harm 
is done for the section itself provides a limitation by saying that the child must be 
unable to maintain itself. The older a person becomes the more difficult it would 
be to prove that he is unable to maintain himself. It is true that a son aged 77 
may claim maintenance under the section from a father who is 97. It is very 
unhTely to happen but if it does happen and the fathe- is abl •• to maintain while the 
son is unable to maintain himself no harm would be done bypassing an appropriate 
order under section 488. Therefore, the word “ child ” in section 488 does not 
mean a minor son or daughter and the real limitation is contained in the c.xpression 
“unable to maintain itself.” 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order dated the 2nd May. 1968 of the Delhi 
High Cou'L in Criminal Revision Nos. 339-D of 1965 and I85-D of 1968. 

Sa'dar Bahadicr Saharya, and Yoagindra Khiishalani, Advocates, for Appellant. 

S. C. Mazitmdar and Yogeshwar DayaL Advocates, for Respondents. 

Tne Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Slkri. J. — This appeal by certificate of fitness granted by the High Court of Delhi 
arises out of an application under section 488, Crirm'nal Procedure Code, filed on 
4th September, 19fe, in the Court of Magistrate, 1st Class, Delhi, by four children 
of the respondent, Ninak Caand. Tne first applicant, Chandra !^hore, was bom 
on 23rd Januaty', 1942, the second, Ravindra Kishore, was bom on 23rd September, 
1943, the third Shashi Prabha, was bom on 23rd February, 1947, and the fourth, 
Rakesh Kumar, was bom on 2ist September, 1948. The first two applicants were thus 
majors at the time of the application, the third though a minor at the time of the 
application was a major on the date of the order passed by the Magistrate, i.e., 
on 26th March. 1965. The learned Magistrate allowed the application and ordered 
the respondent, Nanak Chand, to pay 35 Per mensem to Chandra Kishore for 
four months only, Rs. 35 Per mensem to Ravindra Kishore for 3 years only in case 
he continued his medicine studies, Rs. 45 Per mensem to Shashi Prabha as her 
maintenance allowance and education expenses and Rs. 45 Per mensem to 
Rakesh Kumar as his maintenance allowance and education expenses, from 
26th March. 1965. 

Both the applicants and the respondent, Nanak Chand, filed revisions against 
the order of the Magistrate, to the Additional Sessions Judge, who dismissed the 
revision petition filed fay the respondent, Nanak Chand, and accepted the revision 
petirion of the applicants. The Additional Sessions Judge submitted the case to 
the High Court with the recommendation to enhance the maintenance allowance 
of the applicants in terms of the proposals made by him. The Additional Sessions 
Judge obsarv'ed that the maintenance under section 488 did not include the costs 
of college education, and therefore he did not propose to allow Chandra Kishore 
and Ravindra Kishore the expenses of their College education. But taking into 
considemtion the income of the respondent and the status of the family, the Addi- 
tional Sessions Judge proposed to allow Chandra Kishore and Ravindra Kishore 
Rj. 103 Per mensem each as maintenance allowance until they finished their courses 
of it. COM. and m. b. b. s. respectisuly. He further proposed to allow to Rakesh 
Kumar and Shashi Prabha each a monthly maintenance allowance of Rs. 50 until 
Shashi Prabha was able to earn or was married, whichever vras earlfcx". and 
until Rakesh Kumar was able to maintain himself. 

The High Court accepted the reference made by the learned Additional Sessions 
Judge and dismissed the criminal revision filed by the respondent. The High Court 
granted the certificate under Article 134 (1) (c) of the Constitution because there is 
Connie: of opinion on the question of the interpretation to be given to the word child 
in section 4SS. Criminal Procedure Code. 

Tne learned Counsel for Nanak Cnand has raised three points before us : first, 
that section.48S. Criminal Procedure Code, stands impliedly repealed by section 4 of the 
Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act. 1956(LXXVIir of 1956) hereinafter referred 
to as the Maiutonance Act — insofar as it is applicable, to Hindus; secondly, that the 
s c J— 23 
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word child in section 488 means a minor ; and thirdly, that the maintenance fixed 
for Chandra Kishore and Ravindra Kishore was based on wrong principles and was 
excessive inasmuch as expenses for education have been taken into consideration. 

Section 4 of the Maintenance Act reads : 

“ 4. Save as otherwise expressly provided in this Act. — 

(а) 

(б) Any other law in force immediately before the commencement of this 
Act shall cease to apply to Hindus in so far as it is inconsistent with any of the 
provision contained in this Act.” 

The learned Counsel says that section 488 Criminal Procedure Code, in so far 
as it provides for the grant of maintenance to a Hindu, is inconsistent with Chapter 
in of the Maintenance Act, and in particular, section 20, which prowdes for main- 
tenance to children. We are unable to see any inconsistencj' l^tween the Main- 
tenance Act and section 488, Criminal Procedure Code. Both can stand together. 
The Maintenance Act is an act to amend and codify the law relating to adoptions 
and maintenance among Hindus. The law was substantially similar before and no 
body ever suggested that Hindu Law, as in force immediatefy before the commence- 
ment of this Act, in so far as it dealt with the maintenance of children, was in any v ay 
inconsistent with section 488, Criminal Procedure Code. The scope of the tn-o laws 
is different. Section 488 provides a summary' remedy and is appheafale to all persons 
belonging to all religions and has no relationship With.the personal law of the parties. 
Recently the question came before the Allahabad High Court in Rani Singh v. State^. 
before the Calcutta High Court in Mahabir Agani-alla v. Gita Roy \ and before Patna 
High Court in NaVmi Ranjan v. Kiran Rani^. The three High Courts have, in our 
view, correctly come to the conclusion that sectioii 4 (b) of the Afaintenance Act 
does not repeal or affect in any manner the pro\Tsions contained in section 488. 
Criminal Procedure Code. 

On the second point there is sharp conflict of opinion amongst the High Courts 
and indeed amongst the Judges of the same High Court. In wew of this sharp con- 
flict of opinion we must examine the terms of section 488 ourselves. Section 488 (I) 
reads as follows : 

“ 488. (1) If any person having sufficient means neglects or refuses to main- 
tain his wife or his legitimate or illegitimate child unable to maintain itself, the Dis- 
trict Magistrate, a Presidency Magistrate, a Sub-Di\'isional Alagistrate or a Alagis- 
trate of the first class may, upon proof of such neglect or refusal, order such person 
to make a monthly allowance for the maintenance of his wife or such cffild, at 
such monthly rate, not exceeding five hundred rupees in the whole, as such Magis- 
trate thinks fit, and to pay the same to such person as the Alagistrate from time 
to time directs.’’ 

We may also set out sub-section (8) of section 488, because some Courts have 
placed reliance on it : 

“ 488 (8). Proceedings under this section may' be taken against any person in 
any district where he resides or is, or where he last resided with his wife, or, as the 
case may be, the mother of the iHegitimate child.” 

The word ' Child ’ is not defined in the Code itself. Hus word has different 
meanings in different contexts. When it is used in correlation with father or parents, 
according to Shorter Oxford Dictionary it means : 

“ As correlative to parent, I. The ofispring, male or female, of human parents.*’ 
Beaumont, C. J., in Shaikh Ahmed Shaikh Mahomed v. Ra Fatma^, obsened : 

“ The word ‘ child according to its use in the English language has different 
meanings, according to the conte.xt. If used without reference to parentage, it is 
generally synonymous with the word ‘infant’ and means a person who has notatta- 


1. A.I R. (1963) All. 355. 
C. (1962) 1 CrI. LJ. 526. 


3. A I.R. (1565) Pat 442. 

4. EUR. (1943) Bom. 3S'; 40. 
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attained the age of majority Where the ^ord ‘ child ’ is used with reference to 

parentage, it means a descendant of the first degree, a son or a daughter and has no 
reference to age. In certain contexts it may include descendants of more remote 
degree, and be equivalent to ‘ issue.” But, at any rate, where the word ‘ child ’ 
is used in conjunction with parentage, it is not concerned with age. No one would 
suggest that a gift ‘ to all my children ’ or ‘to all the children of yl" should be 
confined to minor children. In section 488 of the Criminal Procedure Code, the 
word is used with reference to the father. There is no qualification of age ,• the 
only qualification is that the child must be unable to maintain itself. In my 
opinion, there is no justification for saying that this section is confined to children 
who are under the age of majority.” 

We agree with these observations and it seems to us that there is no reason to 
depart from the dictionary meaning of the word. 

As observed by Subba Rao, J., as he then was, speab’ng for the Court in Jagir 
Kaur V. Jaswant Singh \ "‘Chapter XXXVI of the Code of Criminal Procedure pro- 
viding for maintenance of wives and children intends to serve a social purpose.” 
If the concept of majority is imported into the section a major child who is an im- 
becile or otherwise handicapped will fall outside the purview of this section. If this 
concept is not imported, no harm is done for the section itself provides a limitation 
by saying that the child must be unable to maintain itself. The older a person be- 
comes the more difficult it would be to prove that he is unable to maintain himself. 
It is true that a son aged 77 may claim maintenance under the section from a father 
who is 97. It is very unlikely to happen but if it does happen and the father is able 
to maintain while the son is unable to maintain himself no harm would be done by 
passing an appropriate order under section 488. We cannot view wilh equanimity 
the lot of helpless children who though major are unable to support themselves be- 
cause of their imbecility or deformity or other handicaps . and if is not as if such 
cases have not arisen. As long ago as 1873, Pearson, J., in the matter of the Petition of 
WJB. Todd\ had to dealwitha major son who was deafand dumb, and he had no hesi- 
tation in granting an order of maintenance. The same conclusion was arrived at 
fay Chevis, J., in 1910 in Bhcgct Singh v. Emperor^, and he allowed maintenance to 
a young man of about 20 who was very lame having a deformed foot. We have seen 
no case in which a man of 77 has claimed maintenance and we think, with respect , 
that unnecessary emphasis has been laid on the fact that it might be possible for a man 
of 77 to claim maintenance. 

It is not necessary to review all the case law. The latest judgment which was 
brought to our notice is that of the Madras High Court in Amirthammal v. Marimuihu* 
in which Natesan, J., has written a very elaborate judgment. He has refen ed to 
all the Indian cases and a number of English cases and statutory provisions both in 
England and m India. We are unable to derive any assistance from the statutory 
provisions referred to by him or from the Engh’sh Law on the point. He reh’ed on 
the use of the word “ itself” in section 488 as showing that what was meant was a 
minor child. We are unable to attach so much significance to this word. It may w’ell 
be that it is simpler or more correct to use the word “ itself ” rather than use the words 
“ himself or herself.” 

We may mention that Das Gupta, J., in Smt.Piirnashi Devi v. Nagendra Nath'^ 
and Mudholkar, J., in State v. Ishwar LaP, came to the same conclusion as we have 
done. 

In view of the reasons given above we must hold that the word “ child ” in sec- 
tion 488 does not mean a minor son or daughter and the real limitation is contained 
in the expression “ unable to maintain itself.” 


1. CI95t) l S CJ.335 :((9S4) .MLJ. (Crl ). 
254 : (1964) 2 S C.R. 73, S4. 

2. (IS73) 5 H W-P-Hich Court Reports 237- 

3. (1910) 6 I C. I960.'' 

4. (1966) 2 M-LJ. 506 : (1966) M-L J. (Crl.) 


832 : r.L.R. (1963) 1 Mad. 692 
Mad. 77. 

5. A.r.R. (1950) Cal. 455. 

6. I.L.R- (1951) Nac. 474. 


A.I.R. (1967) 
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Coming to the third point raised by the learned Counsel we are of the view that 
the learned Additional Sessions Judge and the High Court were right in taking into 
consideration the existing situation, the situation being that at the time the order vas 
passed Chandra Kishore was a student of m. com. and Ravindra Kishore was a 
student of m. b. b. s. course. We need not decide in this case whether expenses 
for education can be given under section 488 because no such expenses have been 
taken into consideration in fixing the maintenance in this case. It has not been shown 
to us that the amount fixed by the learned Additional Sessions Judge and confirmed 
by the High Court is in any way excessive or exhorbitant. 

In the result the appeal fails and is dismissed. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri, G. K. Mitter and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

Madan Raj Bhandari ... Appellant*- 

V. 

State of Rajasthan ... Respondent. 

Renal Code {XLV of 1860), sectio?is 314 and 109 — Charge of abetting R. To cause 

miscarriage of the deceased {women) accused convicted for abetting the deceased 

to cause miscarriage — Charge of abetment, if fails because the substantive offence 

is not established against the accitsed. 

The appellant was charged and tried for the ofience of abetting Mst. Radha to 
cause abortion of the child in the womb of the deceased but curiously enough he 
was convicted for abetting the deceased to cause miscarriage. Abetment as de- 
fined in section 107 of the Indian Penal Code can be by instigation, conspiracy 
or intentional aid. It the abetment w'as that of Mst. Radha, it cculd have been 
only by instigation of conspiracy but if it was an abetment of the deceased, it 
could either be by instigation or by consphacy or by intentional aid. Thiongh- 
out the trial the accused was asked to defend himself against the charge on which 
he was tried. At no stage he was notified that he would be tried for the ofience 
of having abetted the deceased to cause miscarriage. It is now well settled that 
the absence of charge or an error or omission in it is not fatal to trial unless pre- 
judice is caused. Therefore the essential question is whether there is any 
reasonable likelihood of the accused having been piejudiced in view of the charge 
framed against him. From the facts and circumstances of the case, one can 
reasonably come to the conclusion that the accused was likely to have been pic- 
judiced by the charge on the basis of W'hich he w’as tried. From the cross-examina- 
tion of the prosecution witnesses, it is seen that the principal attempt made on 
behalf of «he appellant wns to show that he had nothing to do with the co-accused, 
Mst. Radha. He could not have been aware of the fact that he would te required 
to show that he did not in any manner abet the deceased to cause miscarriage. 
The charge of abetment fails svhen the substantive ofience is not established against 
the principal but there may be exceptions. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Ord''r dated the 15ih March, 
3967 of the Rajasthan High Court in Criminal Appeal No. 219 of 1965. 

Sobhrg Mai Jain and V. S. Dave, Advocati s, for Appellant. 

K. B. Mehta, Advocate, for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by' 

ffsgde. J . — ^The appellant's conviction by the learned Additional Sessions Judge, 
Jodhpur under section 314 read with section 109, Indian Penal Code, having been 
affirmed by the High Court of Rajasthan, ho appeals to this Court after obtaining 


• Crl. A. No. 82 of 1967. 


29th July, 1969. 
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Special Leave. The charge on the basis of which he was tried was that some days 
priorto 1st May, 1963, he abetted and Mst. Ra.dha at Johdpur to cause the miscarriage 
of one Miss Atoshi Dass alias Amola who as ? result of administration of tablets 
and introduction of “ lammaria dento ” by the said Mst. Radha, died on 1st May, 
1963. The case for the prosecution is that in about the years 1962-63. the appellant 
was the President of Oramotthan Pratishthan at Jalore. Miss Atoshi Dass was 
a teacher working in Indra Bal Mandir, Tikhi. an institution under the management 
of appellant. She was young and unmarried. Illicit relationship developed 
between the aforementioned Atoshi Dass and the appellant as a result of which Miss 
Atoshi Dass became pregnant. With a view to cause abortion of the child in her 
womb, the appellant took Miss Dass to Jodhpur and there attempted to cause the 
miscarriage mentioned above through one Mst. Radha. The attempt was not 
successful The insertion of “ laminaria dento ” in the private parts of l^ss Dass 
caused septicaem as a re'-ult of which she died in the hospital on 1st May, 1963. 

The appellant’s case is that he had no illicit relation with Miss Atoshi Dass nor 
did he abet the alleged abortion. He denies that Miss Atoshi Dass died as a result 
of any attempt at abortion. 

As seen earlier the appellant was charged and tried for the offence of abetting 
Mst. Radha to cause the miscarriage in question but he was ultimately convicted 
of the offence of abetting Miss Dass in the commission of the said offence. 

It may be stated at this stage that one Mst. Radha was tried along with the 
appellant in the trial Court but she was acquitted on the ground that there was no 
evidence to show that she had anything to do with the abortion complained of. 

Despite the contentions of the appellant to the contraiy ,we think there is satis- 
factory evidence to show that the death of Miss Dass was due to septicaem 
resulting from the introduction of “laminaria dento” into her private parts. On this 
point we have the unimpeachable evidence of Dr. A. J. Abraham, P. W. 4. 

There is also satisfactory evidence to show that the appellant was in terms of 
illicit intimacy with Miss Dass. It is true that the principal witness on this point 
is Miss Chhayadass, P. W. 6, the sister of the deceased a witness who has given false 
evidence m several respects. But as regards the ilhcit relationship between the 
appellant and Miss Atoshi Dass, her evidence receives material corroboration, from 
the evidence of P. W. 7 M. B. Senand P. W. 5, Misri Lai. Further it also accords 
with the probabilities of the case. It is not necessary to go into that question at 
length as we ha.ve come to the conclusion that the appellant is entitled to an 
acquit for the reasons to be stated presently. 

While wc are of opinion that there was ilhcit intimacy between the appellant 
and the deceased we are unable to accept the assertion of Miss Chhayadass that the 
appellant was her only paramount. Exhibit-D.3, conclusively proves that the deceased 
had illicit relationship with one Sood at Delhi. In the committal Court Miss 
Chhayadass admitted that the address on Exh. D-3 is in the handwriting of the de- 
ceased. In that Court she was positive about i? ; but in the trial Court she went back 
on that admission. In many other respects also she had deviated from the evidence 
given by her in the committal Court. Hence we are unable to accept her statement 
in the trial Court that the address found on Exhibit D-3, an inland letter is not in 
fhe handwridog of the deceased. Exhibit D-3, appears to be a self-addressed letter 
sent by the deceased to one Sood. The fact that the deceased had more than one 
paramour is not a material circmnstance though it may indicate that the appellant 
could not have had any compelling motive to abet the abortion complainted of. 
The fact that the appellant was in terms of illicit intimacy with the deceased, an 
unmarried gill and that later became pregnant through him is without more, not 
sufficient to connect the appellant with the crime. 

Fiom the evidence of Misrilal and Sengupta, it is clear that the appellant and the 
deceased had gone together to Jodhpur on 24th April, 1963. But from the evidence 
of Sengupta, it is also clear that the deceased had some work to attend to at Jodhpur. 

It is also clear from the evidence of Miss Chhayadass that the deceased and the appel- 
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lant -were going together to Jodhpur and other places off and on. It may be noted 
• that -while returning from Jodhpur to his native place, the appellant left the deceased 
w'ith Mr. and Mrs. Sengupta. Hence the circumstance that the appellant and ihe 
deceased went together to Jodhpur on 24th April, 1963, cannot be held to be an 
incriminating circumstance. 

Tins leaves us with the ewdence relating to the actual abetment. On this aspect 
of the case the only e\'idence brought to our notice is the ewdence of Miss Chhayadass 
and the latter Exhibit P- 4 . Miss Chhayandass deposed in the trial Court that when 
the piegnancy of the deceased became noticeable, the appellant told the deceased in 
the presence of that witness that he would get the child aborted through Mst. Radfaa. 
As mentioned earlier Miss Chhayadass is a highly unreliable -witness. She had 
admitted in the committal Court that she had besn tutored by the pohee to give e-vi- 
dence. In fact she pointed out a police officer who -R-as in the Court as the person 
who had tutored her. In the trial Court she denied that fact. There is no gainsaying 
the fact that she -was completely under the thumb of the police. She deviated from 
most of the important admissions made by her during her cross-examination'in the 
committal Court. Coming to the question of the abetment referred to earlier, this 
is what she stated during her cross-examination in the ccmrm’tting Court : 

“ My sister did not tell Madan Raj about her illness farisingfrom her pregnancy) 
in my presence. On being enquired by me about my sister at Jalore I.was infoim^ 
that m 3 sister had gone to Mst. Radha Na^an in the hospital for treatment. No 
talks about it were held before me prior to my talk at Jalore (talks b.’tReen, 
Madanraj and my sitter about tieatment).” 

According to the admissions made fay her in the committal Court she came to 
know for the first time about her sister's intention to cause miscarriage only after her 
death. No reliance can be placed on the evidence of such a witness. 

Now coining to Exhib't P-4, this is a letter said to have been -written by the de- 
ceased sometime before her death intending to send the same to the appellant which 
in fact was not sent. It was found in her personal belong'mgs after her death. 
There was some controversy before the Courts below wheiher rhe same is admissible 
under section 32 (1) of the Evidence Act and w’hether it could be brought within the 
rule laid down fay the Judicial Committee in Pakala Nara}'ana Swami v. Emperor^. 
We have not thought it necessaiy. to go into that question as in our opinion the 
contents of the said letter do not in any manner a support the prosecution case that 
the appellant instigated the deceased to cause miscarriage. The letter in question 
reads thus ; 

“ Santi Bhawan 28-4-63. 

I went with your letter to the father. Since I could not get money from Iiim, I 
dropped you a letter. I went to Mst. Radha and asked her to give me medicine, 
fuilher said that the money would be received. She gave me a tablet and told me 
that injection would be given on receipt of full payment. This tablet is causing un- 
bearable pain and bleeding but the main trouble -R’ill not be remos-ed without the 
injection. How can I e.vplain but the pain is untolerable. I have left Sen’s re- 
sidence. He and particularly neighbouring doctor would have come to know every 
thing by my condition, which is too serious, (/feri is lialat se imaki vishesker 
pas me Daktarji to mb kucb pat a dial jati pov.on tak ulati ho jati). Firstly I 
intended to proceed to Jalore but on reaching the Station I could not dare to proceed. 

I feel that you aie experiencing uneasiness and trouble for me. I am causing 
monetary as well as mental worries to you. I have been feeling this for 
a considerable longer period. Please do not be annoyed. 

It has become very difficult for me to stay alone for the last several days. 

Had you accepted me as your better half you -would have not left me alone in 
my such serious condition. You caimot know what sort of trouble I am 
experiencing. Had you been with mo I would not have felt it so much. Please 
do not be aimoyed. Perhaps no one has gi\en you so much trouble. 


- I. (19391 I M.U. 756 : L.R. 66 J.A. 66 : A I-R. 1939 P.C. 47. 
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I will write all these facts to my mother. I will also Virrite about our marriage. 

Todsy is Sunday. I cannot book a trunk call to you in the Court. Today I 
tried on the phone numbei of Hazarimal but it was engaged, and later on it was 
cancelled. My Pranam. 

Yours Ritu. 

Today I have taken injection and have come from Shanti Bhawan." 

No ponion of that letter indicates that the appellant was in anj manner res- 
ponsible for the steps taken by the deceased for causing miscarriage. No other 
evidence Pas been relied upon either by the trial Court or by the High Court in 
support of the finding that the appellant was guilty of the offence of abetting the 
deceased to cause miscarriage. 

For the reasons mentioned above we are of the opinion that there is no legal 
basis for the conviction of the appellant. 

The learned Counsel for the appellant challenged the conviction of the appellant 
on yet another ground. As mentioned earlier he was charged and tried for the offence 
of abetting Mst. Radha to cause abortion of the child in the womb of the deceased 
but curiously enough he was convicted for abetting the deceased to cause miscarriage. 
Abetment as defined in section 107 of the Indian Penal Code, can be by instigation, 
conspiracy or intentional aid. If the abetmt nt was that of Mst. Radha, it could have 
been only by instigation or conspiracy but if it w*as an abetment of the deceased, it 
could cither be by instigation or by conspiracy or by intentional aid. Throu^- 
out the trial the accused was asked to defend himself against the charge on which 
he was tried. At no stage he was notified that he would be tried for the offence of 
having abetted the deceased to cause miscarriage. It is now well settled that the 
absence of chaige or an error or omission in it is not fatal to a trial unless prejudice 
is caused — See Ff^illie {William) Slaney v. The State of Madhya Pradesh^. Therefore 
the essential question is whether their is any reasonable fikelihood of the accused 
having been prejudiced in view of the charge framed against him. Fiom what has 
been stated above one can reasonably come to the conclusion that the accused was 
likely to have been prejudiced by the charge on the basis of w’hich he was tried. 
From the cross-examination of the prosecution witnesses, it is seen that the principal 
attempt made on behalf of the appellant was to show that he had nothing to do with 
the co-accused, Mst. Radha . He could not have been aware of the fact that he 
would be required to show that he did not in any manner abet the deceased to cause 
miscarriage. The facts of this case come withm the rule laid down by this Court in 
Fagma Kant:: Nath v. The State of Aisam -. The case of Gallu Sah v. The state of Bihar^ 
reh'ed by the High Court is distinguishable. Therein Gallu Sah was a member of 
an unlawful assambly. He was said to have abetted Budi to set fire to a house. 
One of the members of the unlawful assembly had set fire to the house in question 
though it was not proved that Budi had set fire to the house. Under those cir- 
cumstances this Court held that the offence wifh which Gallu Sah was charged was 
made out. As observed by Calcutta High Court in Umadasi Dcfi v. Emperorf that 
as a general rule, a charge of abetment fails when the substantive offence is not 
established against the principal but there may be exceptions. Gallu' s case^ was one 
such exception. 

For the reasons mentioned above we allow the appeal and acquit the appellant. 

He is on bail. His bail bonds stand cancelled. 

V.M.K. ■ Appeal allowed. 


I . agse't S C j. 152 : (I 926 I I M-LJ- (S.C.) M.LJ. CCrI.} 365 : (1959) 2 S C.R. (Supp.) I. 
too ; a955y2 S C.R 1140. 3. (195S.' SCJ. 1257 : :!958) M.LJ. tCrl.) 

2 .T959} S.CJ. 643 : (.1959) 1 An. VV.R. 970: (1959) S.C.R. 861. 

(S.C. IS : (1959 1 M.LJ. (S.C.) IS ; (1959) 4- (1925) I.L-R. 52 Cal. 112. 
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THE SUPREJvffi COURT OF INDIA. 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present S. M. Siktu, G. K. Mitter .and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

Ram Prasad Sharma ... Appellant* 

r. 

State of Bihar ... Respondent. 

Evidence Act (I of 1S72), section 35 — Scope — ^Hath chitha — No proof as to v/ho 

made the aUry or M-bether it V OS made in the discharge of any official duty — 

Hath chitha,. if admissible in evidence. 

The learned Additional Sessions JudeeJiad rejected the version of the prosecution 
regarding the shooting of Kaieshvar Yadav mainly on the basis of entries in an 
attested copy of the chaukidar's hath chitha according to vrhich the death of 
Kaleshwar took place in Gopalpur mauza on I2th August, 1960, that is, three 
dav’s prior to the occurrence. 

Is the hath chitha admissible in eUdence ? 

Held that-. The reason vrhy an entry made by a public senunt in a public or other 
official book, register, or record stating a fact in issue or a relesunt fact has been 
made relesant is that svhen a pubhc senant makes it himself in discharge of his 
official dutt', the probability of its being Iruls' and correctly recorded is high. No 
proof has been led in this case as to vrho made the entrv- and whether the entr}' 
svas made in the discharge of any official duty. As the High Court rightly pointed 
out, the Additional Sessions Judge should have dealt with the qu^ion of the 
admissibilit}’ of the document, therefore, the document was inadmissible in 
etidence. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 22nd Februarj', 
1966. of the Patna Hish Court in Criminal Appeal No. 530 of 1962 and Government 
Appeal No. 44 of 1962. 

A. S. R. Chari and M. K. Rantamarthi. Senior Advocates (G. Ramamnrtln' and 
Vineet Kutnar. Advocates with them, for Appellant. 

B. P. Jha, Advocate, for Respondeat. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered bj' 

Sikri, J . — Fourteen persons were tried b}' the learned Second Additional 
Sessions Judge. Bhagalpur. on surious charges. Out of these 14 persons Sheo Prasad 
Sharma and Ram Prasad Sharma were charged under section 302. Indian Penal Code. 
Sheo Prasad Sharma was charged under section 302 for ha\Tng intentionally caused 
the death of Qudrat Mian by shooting him down with his gun whereas Ram Prasad 
Sharma was charged under this section for having shot down with his gun Raleshwar 
Yadav and thus having caused the murder of this person. 

The Second Additional Sessions Judge. Bhagalpur comicted Sheo Prasad 
Sharma under sections 304, 324/34, 201, and 14S and sentenced him to seven yearn 
rigorous imprisorunent. The apneilant. Ram Prasad Sharma was convicted under 
sections 326,T49, 324/34 201 and 14S, Indian Penal Code and sentenced to four years 
rigorous imprisonment. Seven other accused were also convicted but it is not neces- 
sary to mention the sections under which thev’ were convicted. Five of the accused 
persons, were acquitted by the learned Second Additional Sessions Judge. 

Two appeals were filed before the High Court, one bv' the State and the other 
by the nine convicted persons, including Ram Prasad Sharma. Both the apprais 
were heard together. The High Cozirt accepted the appeal of the State as far as 
Ram Prasad Sharma was concerned and convicted, hhn under section 304 Indian 
Penal Code, in connection with the shooting and causing the death of Kaleshwar 


Crl. A. No- 20S of J96S. 
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and sentenced Iiim to rigorous imprisonment for seven years. The convictions of 
seven others were altered from under sections 326/149 to one under sections 304/149 
but the sentence of four years rigorous imprisonment was maintained. In other 
respects the convictions were maintained. The High Court, however, quashed the 
convictions under section 201. Indian Penal Code. 

The nine convicted persons filed petition for special leave to appeal. This 
Court by its order dated 4fh October 1966 rejected the petition except as regard 
Ram Prasad Sharma and his appeal is now before us. 

The prosecution case as accepted by the High Court was, in brief, as follows. 
On 15th August. 1960, at about 1.30 or 2 p. m. by the side of a Danr (water channel) 
known as Chaksafia Danr at village Bindi about five miles away from police 
station, Banki, a serious occurrence took place. The Chaksafia Danr runs beUveon 
village Bindi which is to its east and Banki which is to its west and then goes 
further north to village Bhadrar and other villages. Lands of several villages, namely, 
Bhadrar, Nayadih, Uprama, Basurara, Jitnagar, Majhiara, Banki. etc., are irrigated 
from the water of this Danr and there arc detailed entries regarding the respective 
rights of the different villages in the Ford Abpashi which was prepared at the time of 
the last survey. It appears that the villagers of different villages who enjoy the above 
rights go in a body everv' year during the rainy season for clearing this Danr in order 
that there may not be any obstruction in the flow of water therein. On the date 
of occurrence, i.e., 15th August, 1960, a number of persons of villages Bhadrar, 
Nayadih, Uprama, Basura, Jitnagar and Bhatkunki went along with spades to clear 
this Danr in the usual course and some of them had lathis also with them. The 
total number of persons were estimated to vary from about 150 to about 400. When 
they reached the brick kiln, which exists in Malmala Tikar they were confronted by 
a mob of 40 to 50 persons including all the convicted persons. Sheo-Prasad Sharma 
and Ram Prasad Sharma were armed with guns and Fatal Thakur was armed with 
a pharsa and the remaining accused except Dhanushari Mehta were armed with 
bhalas. 

In nay be mentioned that in the ■ First Information Report Dhanusdhaii 
Mehta was alleged to have been armed with a pistol but this allegation was subse- 
quently given up. Dhanusdhari Mehta was a retired Inspector of Police; his son 
^m Prasad Sharma was practising larvyer at Bhagalpur at the time of the occurrence 
in question. 

On seeing this crowd of villagers, Sheo Prasad Sharma directed, them to 
return and threatened to shoot them if they failed to do so. There was some exchage 
of hot words and brick-bats were thrown by both sides. Sheo Prasad Sharma there- 
after fired one shot towards the sky but the villagers did not disperse. Tlicn Dhanus- 
dhari ordered his two sons Ram Prasad Sharma and Sheo Prasad Sharma to 
open fire on the villagers. On this both Ram Prasad Sharma and Sheo Prasad 
opened fire with their guns on the villagers. One shot fired by Sheo Prasad Sharma 
Sharma hit one Qudrat Mian and he fell down and died on the spot. One other 
villager was alleged to have been shot by Ram Prasad Sharma and he died on the 
spot. A number of villagers sustained gun shot injuries and as a result of the finng 
by Sheo Prasad Sharma and Ram Prasad Sharma, who are estimated to have fired 
about 12 rounds, the villagers dispersed. Sobhan Mandal, one of the injured person 
went to the police station with three other injured persons, namely, Chotan Rai, 

P. W. 5, Jagdeo Choudhary, P. W. 8 and Kishori Prasad Singh, P.W. 12, who had 
also sustained gun-shot injuries. 

The learned Additional Sessions Judge had rejected the prosecution story that 
Kaleshwar Yadav was shot and killed during the occurrence. He had come to the 
conclusion that Kaleshwar Yadav had died prior to the date of occurrc-ncc. The 
Hi^ Court has accepted the prosecution version and it is this finding which is being 
seriously challenged by the learned Counsel for Ram Prasad Sharma, appellant. 

The learned Additional Sessions Judge had rejected the version of the prosecu- 
tion regarding the shooting down of Kaleshwar Yadav mainly on the basis of entries, 
s c J— 24 
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in an attested copy of the Chaukidar’s hath chitha (Exhibited D.) according to 
which the death of Kaleshwar took place in Gopalpur mauza on 12th August, 
1960, that is, three days prior to the occurrence. The learned Additional Sessions 
Judge had also relied on the First Information Report in which the name of Kale- 
shwar Yadav does not find mention. 

Two points arise before us, first, whether the hath chitha is admissible in evidence, 
and secondly, whether on the evidence on record it is otherwise proved that Kalesh- 
war Yadav was shot down by the appellant Ram Prasad Sharma. 

According to the entries in this document. Exhibit D, Kaleshwar Yadav died 
on 12th August, 1960, in Gopalpur mauza and in the remarks column of this re- 
register he is described as “ Bahanoi (brother-in-law) of Asarfi Yadav.” We looked 
at the attested copy produced in Court and we were unable to ascertain the date on 
which the attested copy had been obtained by the defence. The only dates this docu- 
ment bears are the date of atestation (15th October, 1960), by the District Statisti- 
cal Officer, the date 22nd September, 1960, next to the signature of one Shukdeo 
Chowdhary, and the date of admission by the Additional Sessions Judge (25th June, 
1962). As rightly pointed out by the High Court the learned Sessions Judge took 
this copy on record in an extraordinary manner. The prosectuion evidence closed 
on 21st June, 1962 and on 25th June. 1962, this attested copy was admitted in 
evidence without any proof . On the same day an order was passed calling for the 
■original. On the very next day the Public Prosecutor filed a petition objecting 
to the admission of this document and alleged that the document was bogus. The 
hearing of the argument thereafter proceeded on 4th July, 1962. The Public Pro- 
secutor again filed a petition that this document be not taken in evidence. The 
learned Additional Sessions Judge disposed of this petition with the following order : 

“Let the petition be placed with the record. The original has once against been 
called for. The matter will be discussed in the judgment.” 

It is pointed out by the High Court that there is no further reference to the docu- 
ment in the order sheet. After the arguments concluded on 7th July, 1962, the case 
was adjourned for judgment. The judgment of the learned Additional Sessions 
Judge shows that the original was subsequently received by him with letter dated 
10th July, 1962, and he obsen'cd that he was satisfied about its genuineness. The 
High Court rightly pointed out that the Additional Sessions Judge should have dealt 
with the question of the admissibility of the document. The High Court, following 
Sanatan Sanapati v. Emperor^, and Brij Mohan Singh v. Priya Brat Narain Sinha~, 
held that the document was inadmissible in evidence. 

We agree with the conclusion arrived at by the High Court. Section 35 of the 
Evidence Act provides : 

“ An entiy in any public or other official book, register or record, stating a fact 
in issue or relevant fact, and made by a public servant in the discharge of his official 
duty, or by any other person in performance of a duty specially enjoined by the 
law of the country in which such book, register or record is kept, is itself a 
relevant fact.” 

In this case it has not been proved that the entry in question was made by a 
public servant in the discharge of his official duties. As observed by this Court 
in Brij Mohan Singii v. Priya Brat Narain Sinha^. 

“ the reason why an entry made by a public servant in a public or other official 
book, register, or record stating a fact in issue or a relevant fact has been made re- 
levant is that when a public servant makes it himself in the discharge of his official 
duty, the probability of its being truly and correctly recorded is high.” 

No proof has been led in this case as to who made the entry and whether the 
■entry was made in the discharge of any official duty. In the result we must hold that 
Exhibit D, the hath chitha, was rightly held by the High Court to be inadmissible. 


I. A.I R. (194j) Pdt. 489. 

.2. (I9ot) ISCJ.644: (1964) 2 M.L.J. (S.C.) 


140 : (1964) 2 An. W.R. (S.C.) 140 ; (1965; 3 
S.e.R. 861, 864. 
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The prior award between the appellant and the respondents on the question 
of application of standing order 32, to the contrary, was based on a misconception 
and misreading of a decision which was explained and clarified in the decision 
aforementioned and relied on, and it w'as clearly in error. The instant reference 
and the award passed by the Labour Court were made in circumstances different 
from what prevailed on the previous occasion, a factor making it doubtful the 
application of a principle such as res judicata. The consequence of holding that 
the appellant is barred by principle analogous to res judicata w’ould be tw^o sets of 
conditions of service, a consequence incompatible with the object of the Act, 
The order for retirement on superannuation was proper. 

It is a well-settled principle of industrial adjudication that even if the impugned 
order is worded in the language of a simple termination of serrice industrial tri- 
bunals can looK into the facts and circumstances of the case to ascertain if it was 
a colourable exercise of the pow'er vested in the management to terminate the ser- 
vices of an employee. Under the provisions of Standing Order 2 (c) a probationer 
is an ‘employee’ and the period of probation 6 months which may be extended to 
12 months. This would ordinarily mean that probationer's service cannot be 
terminated except for misconduct during that period. The provision as to ter- 
mination in the letter of appointment during the period of probation has to be 
read subject to the management’s power under the said Standing Order 2 (c) 
or under Standing Order 14. In the instant case grounds {a) to (f) of Standing 
Order 14 does not apply. The order of termination cannot be said to have been 
passed in conformity w’ith the power to termination his service under the Standing 
Orders. 

That apart thv tribunal had come to the conclusion that the termination of 
service of the probationer was not a termination simpliciter and it was passed as a 
punishment and was therefore an order of dismissal ; it is impossible to say 
that this finding of fact w'as perverse or such as could not have been arrived at on 
the evidence. Hence the order for reinstatement was proper and cannot be inter- 
fered with. 

Appeal bj Special Leave from Aw'ard dated the 24th July, 1968 of the Labour 
Court, Meerut in Case No. 92 of 1966. 

iS. F. Cr/pte Senior Advocate (D.iV. jlfirfe/reribe and jtf.L. Car, Advocates, with 
him), for Appellant. 

S. Mohan Kuinaranmngalain and M. K. Ramamurthi, Senior Advocates 
{Vineet Ktmiar, Mrs. Shyamlal Pappu and J. Ramamurthy, Advocates with them), 
for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the -Court was delivered by 

Shelat, J.—Jn this appeal, by Special Leave, two questions arise ; (1) whether 
standing orderb govern the employees appointed before they are certified under the 
Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 20 of 1946, and (2) whether the appel- 
lant-company was entitled to terminate the service of a workman appornted as a 
probationer before the expiry of the period of probation except on the ground of 
misconduct. 

The first question nlates to 3 workmen, .Alladin, Rattr Prasad and Nooiml 
Zaman who were employed in 1929, 1935 and 1937 respectively, long before the 
company's standing orders were certified and brought into force in 1951 and who 
were superannuated under Standing Order 32 of the said standing orders. Prior to 
1951 there were no rules or conditions of ser\'ice prescribing the age of superannuation. 
Standing Order 32 for the fir: t time laid down 55 years as the age of superannuation. 
Relying on standing order 32 the company served on the three workmen notices dated 
19lh December, 1964, 20(h November, 1963 and 27th January, 1964, who had by 
then attained the age of 58, 64 and 59 years, by whicn tne company retired them with 
effect from 1st January, 1965, 20th December, 1963 and 1st Maich, 1964 respectively. 
The Labour Court, to which the dispute arising from the compulsory retirement was 
referred, held tnat the company’s standing orders having been certified long after 
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After ghing the employer and the union or the workmen’s representatives an opport- 
unity of being heard, the certifying officer has to decide whether or not any modifica- 
tion or addition to the draft submitted by the employrr is necessary' and then certify 
the Draft Standing Orders and send copies thereof and of his order in that behalf of 
the employer, the union or the repretentatives of the workmen. Section 6 coders the 
right of appeal to any person aggrieved by such order to the Appellate Authority, 
who, by his order, can either confirm or amend the Standing Orders. Under section 7 
such Standing Orders are to come into operation on the expiry of 30 days from the 
date on which their authenticated copies are sent by the Certifying Officer to the 
parties where no appeal against these orders is filed or where such appeal is filed on 
expiry of 7 days from the date on which copies of the Appellate Authority'’s order are 
sent as required by section 6 (2). Section 9 lequires the employer to post the Standing 
Orders as finally certified on boards maintained for that purpose at or near the entrance 
through which the majority' of workmen enter the industrial establishment and in all 
departments thereof. Section 10 confers the right to an employer or any of the 
workmen to apply for modification after ejpiry of 6 months from the date on which 
they or the last modification thereof came into operation. The Schedule to the Act 
sets out matters which the Standing Orders must provide for. These matters are classi- 
fication of workmen, shift working, periods and hours of work, holiday's, pay days, 
wage rates, conditions and procedure for applying for grant of leave, closing and 
reopening of sections of the industrial establishment, temporary stoppage of work, 
liabilities and rights of the employer and the workmen arising therefrom, termination 
of employment, disciplinary action, penalties etc. 

The obligation imposed on the employer to have standing orders certified, the 
duty of the Certifying Authority to adjudicate upon their fairness and reasonableness, 
the notice to be given to the um'on and in its absence to the representatives of the 
workmen, the right conferred on them to raise objections, the opportunity given to 
them of being heard before they are certified, the right of appeal and the right to 
apply for modifications given to workmen individually, the obligation on the em- 
ployer to have them published in such a manner that they become easily known to 
the workmen, all these provisions abundantly show that once the Standing Orders are 
certified and come into operation, they become binding on the employer and all the 
workmen presently employed as also those employed thereafter in the establishment 
conducted by that employer. It cannot possibly be that such Standing Orders would 
bind only those who are employed after they come into force and not those who were 
employed previously but are still in employment when they come into force. The 
right of being heard given to the union or, where there is no um'on, to the representa- 
tives of the workmen, the right of appeal and the right to applyfor modification given 
to worlonen individually clearly indicate that they were provided for because the 
Standing Orders, as they emerge after certification, are intended to be binding on 
all w'orkmen in the employment of the establishment at the date when they come 
into force and those employed thereafter. Surely, the umon or, in its absence, the 
representatives of workmen, who are given the right to raise objections either to the 
Draft Standing Orders proposed by the employ'er oi to the fairness and reasonableness 
of their provisions, could not have been intended to speak for workmen to be em- 
ployed thereafter and not those w'hom they presently represent. Besides, if the 
Standing Orders were to bind only those who are subsequently employed, ihe result 
would be that there would be different conditions of employment for different classes 
of workmen, one set of conditions for those who are preriously employed and another 
for those employed subsequently, and where they are modified, even several sets of 
conditions of service depending upon whether a workmen was employed before the 
Standing Orders are certified or after, whether he was employed before or after a modi- 
fication is made to any one of them and would bind only a few who are recruited 
after and not the bulk of them, who though in employment were recruited previously. 
Such a result could ne ver have been intended by the Legislature, for, that would render 
the conditions of service of workmen as indefinite and diversified, as before the enact- • 
ment of the Act. Why does section 3 (3) of the Act require the employer to give 
partK ula s of theworkmen employed by him at the date of his submision of the Draft 
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^at reference, no doubt, was between the appellant-company and its workmen and 
the question decided there was whether the company was right in compulsorly retiring 
the six workmen there concerned under these very Standing Orders although they were 
employed before they were certified and came into force. The Labour Court, relying 
on Workmen of Kettlewell BuUen & Co., Ltdv. Kettlewell BiiUen & Co. Ud\ which in 
turn had relied on GiieM, Keen, William's case\ held that Standing Order 32 of these 
Standing Orders could not be applied to those previously appointed and that, there- 
fore the company’s action in retiring those workmen was not justified. 

We may mention that the case of Kettlewell Btdlen & Co. was not one concerned 
with Standing Orders but with rules made by the company and this Court, relying 
on the decision in Guest, Keen, Williams Private Ltd. " held that where the rules of 
retirement are framed by the company they would have no application to its prior 
■employees unless such employees have accepted the new rules. It is clear that neither 
the of Kettlewell Btillen & Co. ^ nor the case of Guest, Keen, Williams Private 
Ltd. ~ in the light of the explanation given in the case of Salem Erode Electricity Dis- 
tribution Co. Ltd. ® was applicable and the Labour Court was, therefore, clearly in 
error in basing its award on the decision in the case of Kettlewell Bullen & Co^. 


The argument, however, was that even if that award was erroneous, the com- 
pany did not appeal against it, consequently it became final and the issue there decided 
being the same and between the same parties, principles analogous to the principle 
of res judicata would apply and therefore no relief should be granted in the present 
case to the company. It is true, as stated in The Newspapers Ltd. v. The State In- 
dustrial Tribunal. U. P.^, that an award binds not only the individuals piesent or re- 
presented but all workmen employed in the establishment and even future entrants. 
But that principle is founded on <he essential condition for the raising of an industrial 
dispute itself. If an industrial dispute can be raised only oy a gioup of workmen 
acting on their own or through their union, the conclusion must be that ah those who 
sponsored the dispute are concerned in it and therefore bound by the decision on such 
•dispute. See Mjs. New India Motors {PI) Ltd. v. K. T. Morris'^. Such a considera- 
tion. however, is not the same as the principle of res judicata or principles analogous 
to res judicata. In Workmen v. Balmer Lawrie & Co. no doubt, a cate of revision 
of wage scales, this Court cautioned against applying technical considerations of 
res juaicata thereby hampering the discretion of industrial adjudication. (See also 
Shahdra {Delhi) Salmranpur Light Railway Co. Ltd. v. Shahdara Saharanpur Railway 
Workers Union’’. How inexpedient it is to apply such a principle is evident from the 
fact that the award in Reference No. 91 of 1964 was based on the decision in 
Kettlewell Bullen & Co., Ltd. ^ which in turn had followed the case of Guest, Keen, 
Williams Private Ltd.^ on the supposition (which, as afoiesaid, was not coirect) th_t 
Standing Orders are not binding on those who are employed prior to their certifi- 
cation and their coming into force. The company, presumably, did not challenge 
the correctness of that award because it was perhaps then thought that that was the 
law laid down in Guest, Keen, Williams Private Ltd-. The consequence of bolding 
that the company is barred by principles analogous to res judicata would be th.;t 
there would be two sets of conditions of service, one for those previomty employed 
and the other for those employed after the Standing Orders were certified, a conse- 
quence wholly incompatible with the object and policy of the Act. The very ba^is of 
the award in Reference No. 91 of 1964, namely, the wrong understanding of the 
d cision in Guest, Keen. Wi liams Private Ltd." having gone, it becomes ail the more 
difficult and undesirtble to perpetuate the di tinction ra .de therein between those 
who were previously appointed and those appointed subsequently and to refuse on 
such an untenable dLtinction relief to the company. The award in Reference No. 
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91 of 1964 was made on 24th May, 1965, when it was believed that the decision in 
<jiiest , Keen, Williams Co. Ltd. ^ laid down the principle that standing orders would not 
bind workmen previously employed. That that was not so was clarified in the case 
•of Salem Erode Electricity Distribution Co. Ltd. ® the decision in which was prono- 
unced on 3rd November, 1965, removing thereby any possible misapprehension. 
The present reference was made on 23rd June, 1966, long after the decision in Salem 
Erode ' Electricity Distribution Co. Ltd.~ and the Labour Court gave the award 
impugned in this appeal on 24th July, 1968. Thus, both the Reference and the award 
were made in circumstances different from those which prevailed when Reference 
•91 of 1964 was made and disposed of, a factor making it doubtful the application of 
XL principle such as res judicata. 

The second question relates to the workman, Shameem Khan. The company 
.appointed him under a letter of appointment dated 2nd December, 1965, to the post 
of a clearer as a probationer for 6 months with discretion to the resident engineer 
to extend that period. The letter also stated that during his probationerj' period 
Lis service would be liable to termination without any notice and without assigning 
.any reason therefor and that he would not be deemed to have been confinned, 
automatically in the post on the expiry of the probation period unless so advised in 
writing. The workmen worked as such picbationer t’ll 28th February, 1966, when 
Tie was served with a memorandum that his service was terminated as from the close 
■of that day. 

The workman’s case was that the company bad no right to terminate his service 
before the expiry of the 6 months period of probation which is the period prescribed 
by standing order 2 (c), that the stipulation in the letter of appointment that his 
service was liable to termination during the probation period was contrary, to that 
•standing order, and that therefore, that stipulation was not valid, and lastly, that the 
said order, though apparently one of termination simplicitor, was not a bona fide 
■order, was in truth punitive in nature, and therefore, could not be pasred without 
an oppoitunity of being heard having been given to him in a properly held enquiry. 
The fact is that no such enquiiy was held and no opportunity was given to the work- 
man to explain any misconduct for which he could be removed or dismissed. 

The evidence before the Labour Court was that the concerned workman had 
unauthorisedly used the motor-cycle belonging to one Sidhana, a shift engineer in 
the company and that that motor-cycle met with an accident while the workman 
was using it causing damage to it. Three days after that accident a report alleging 
that his work as a probationer was unsatisfactory was made by his superior officer. 
■On this evidence the Tribunal came to the conclusion that the impugned order was 
not an order of termination simplicitor, that though couched in that language it 
was passed as a pum’shment for the workman having used that vehicle ivithout the 
consent of its owner and was, therefore, an order of dismissal. The Tribunal was 
also of the opinion that the said report alleging unsatisfactory work by the workman 
•Was colourable and made at the instance of the shift engineer or at any rate was 
inspired by the said incident. In this view the Labour Court held that the exercise 
of power to terminate the service of the workman ■was not bona fide and consequently 
it set aside that order and directed his reinstatement. 

Now, it is a well-settled principle of industrial adjudiration that even if an im- 
pugned order is w'orded in the language of a simple termination of service, industrial 
tribunals can look into the facts and circumstances of the case to ascertain if it was 
passed in colourable exercise of the power of the management to terminate the service 
of an employee and find out whether it was in tact passed with a view to punish him. 
The letter of appointment clearly states that the workmen, Shameem Khan, was 
appointed, as a probationer for a period of 6 months with power to the resident 
engineer to extend the period of probation. Ordinarily, that would mean that at 
the end of the probation period the company would have to decide whether to confirm 
iim to a permanent post or, if that is not possible, to terminate his service. Standing 
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order 2 (c) provides that a probationer is an employee who is pro\isionally employed 
to fill a permanent vacancy in a post and who has not completed the period of pro- 
bation thereunder. It also lays down that the normal period of probation shall be 
six months but the resident engmeer has the discretion to extend that’ period, the 
maximum period of probation being 12 months in all.' Ordinarily, this would meaa 
that a probationer's ser\Ice cannot be terminated except for some misconduct until ' 
the expi^' of the probation period. The letter of appointment, no doubt, contained 
a provision that the sem'ce of the w'orkman was hable to termination even during 
the probationery i>eriod That prorision, however, must be read to mean that the 
appointment was subject to the management’s power of termination as provided in. 
the standing orders. Standing order 14 provides for such a power and lays down that , 
the service of “ any emplo 3 'ee ” (which expression includes a probationer as is clear 
from the classification of emplo 3 ’ees in standing order 2 can be terminated on grounds 
(fl) to 0) therein set out. It is quite clear that the termination of service of the con- 
cerned workman carmot be attributed to any one of these grounds. Therefore, that 
order cannot be said to have been passed in conformit 3 ' with the power to terminate 
his seivice under the standing orders. 

But apart from this consideration, the Labour Court came to a finding on the 
evidence before it that the real reason for passing the impugned order was not the 
alleged unsatisfactory' work on the part of the worfinan but his having unauthorisedly 
used the motor-cy'cle and causing ^mage to it, that the order was punitive and not 
a simple termination of service and was therefore in colourable exercise of the power 
of termination. This finding is clearly’ one of that fact and meant that the Labour 
Court rejected the evidence led by' the management that the work of the concerned 
workman was found unsatisfactory'. It is impossible to say from the evidence 
before the Labour Court that that finding was perverse or such as could not be 
reasonably arrived at. In that view, it is impossible to interfere with the order of 
the Labour Court relating to workman, Sh^een Khan. 

In the result, the appeal is partly allowed. The order of the Labour Court in 
cormection with the 3 workmen whom the company retired, is set aside but its order 
relating to workman, Shameem Khan, is confirmed. In accordance with the order 
passed by this Court on 24th January’, 1969, while granting stay to the appellant- 
company, the company will pay to the workman, Shameem Khan, interest at 6 per 
cent per annum on the amount of the arrears of wages will due to him under the 
order of the Labour Court. As the appeal is partly' allowed and partly dismissed, 
there will be no order as to costs. 

K.G.S. Appeal allowed in part^ 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

■ Present J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. KAiiASW'Asn and A. N. Grover, JJ,. 
Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal U, Calcutta ... Appellant* 

r. 

Nalin Behari Lall Singha,' Etc^ ... Respondents. 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 2 (6-A)— Dividend— Amomt distributed by. 
company out of cc^ital gains arising on or after 1st April, 1948 — Whether liabler 
to tax. 

In a proceeding for assessment to income-tax for the year, 1949-50 the res- 
pondents claimed that the dividend distributed by the Uhhra Estate Zamindaries 
Ltd. was exempt from tax because the fund out of which the dividend was dis- 
tributed did not form |xirt of the “ accumulated profits ” of the company. The 
Income-tax ' Officer rejected the contention and brought the dividend to tax in 
the hands of the r^pondents. The Appellate Assistant Commissioner held that 
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■Rs. L12,500 out of a total amount of Rs. 2,24,000 distributed by the company 
represented capital gains arising to the company on or after 1st April, 1948, and 
not being dfvadend within the meaning of section 2 (6-A) of the Indian Income-fax 
Act, 1922, the share distributed to the shareholders out of that amount was 
exempt from income-tax. The order of the Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
was reversed in appeal by the Tribunal. The Hi^ Court answered the reference 
in favour of the respondents. On appeal to Supreme Court, 

Held, that the proportionate share of the capital gains out of which the dividend 
was distributed to the shareholders of the company must be deemed exempt from 
liability to pay tax under section 12 as dividend income liable to tax. 

The proviso to the Explanation of section 2 (6-A) clearly enacted that capital 
gains arising after 31st March, 1948, are not Uable to be included within the 
expression “ dividend”. The definition is, it is true, an inclusive definition and a 
receipt by a shareholder which does not fall within the definition may possibly be 
regarded as dividend within the meaning of the Act unless the context negatives 
that view. But it is difficult on that account to hold that capital gains excluded, 
firom the definition of drvddend by express enactment stfil fall within the charge 
of tax. According to the definition in section 2 (6-A) only the proportionate share 
of the member out of the accumulated profits (excluding capital gains arising in. 
the excepted period) distributed by the company alone will be deemed the tax- 
able component. 

Appeals from the Judgment and Order dated the 2nd December, 1964, of the ’ 
Calcutta High Court in Income-tax References Nos. 131 of 1961, etc.* 

Jagdish Swanq}, Solicitor-General of India (71 A. Ramachandran, R. N. 
Sachthey and B. D. Skarrna, Advocates, with him), for Appellant (In all the 
Appeals). 

P. Barman, Senior Advocate (Rannajit Glwse and Sukumar Ghose,. 
Advocates, with him), for Respondents. (In all the Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah. Ag. CJ . — ^In a proceeding for assessment to income-tax for the year . 
1949-50 the respondents in these appeals claimed that the dividend distributed by 
the Ukhra Estate Zamindaries Ltd. was exempt from tax, because the fund out of 
which the dividend vtzs distributed did not form part of the “ accumulated profits” 
of the company. The Income-tax Officer rejected the contention and brought the 
dividend to tax in the hands of the respondents. The Appellate Assistant Commis- 
sioner held that Rs. 1,12,500 out of a total amount of Rs. 2,24,000 distributed by 
the company, represented capital gains arising to the company on or after 1st April, 
1948 and not being dividend within the meaning of section 2 (6-A) of the Income-tax 
Act, 1922, the share distributed to the shareholders out of that amount was exempt 
from income-tax. The order of the Appellate Assistant Commissioner was reversed 
in appeal by the Tribunal. In the view of the Tribunal the definition of “ dividend ” 
in section 2 f6-A) in force in the year of assessment was not exhaustive, and if the- 
amount distributed was “ dividend in ordinary parlance it became charg^ble under 
the general charging section”, and that clause 2 (6-A) “ was concerned with deemed. 
dividends, and exclusion of certain capital gains by ihe proviso had no bearing on 
the issue raised by the revenue.” 

The following question referred by the Tribunal to the High Court of Calcutta- 
under section 66 (1) of the Indian Income-tax Act : 

“Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the amount of R-s. 2S,I25 was rightly 
included as dividend in the total income of the assessee for the assessment year 1949-50 ?” 

was answered in the negative. The Commissioner has appealed to this Court 
with certificates, granted by the High Court. 

“Dhddend” in its ordinary cormotation means the sum paid to or received by a 
shareholder proportionate to his shareholding in a company out of the total sum 
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distributed. The relevant part of the definition contained in section 2 (6-A) of the 
Income-tax Act, 1922, in the year of assessment 1949-50 was as follows 
“ ‘Dividend’ includes — 

, (<J) any distribution by a company of accumulated profits whether capitalised or not, if such 
distribution entails the release by the company to its shareholders of all or any part of the assets 
of the companj' ; 

* • • « « 

Rxplanathn.—The words ‘accumulated profits’ wherever they occur in the clause, shall not 
include : capital profit 

Provided further that the expression ‘accumulated profits’ wherever it occurs in this 
clause, shall not include capital gains arising before the 1st davofApril. 1946 or after the 3Ist day 
of March, 1948.” 

Dividend distributed by a company being a share of its profits declared as 
distributable among the shareholders, is not impressed with the character of the profits 
from which it reaches the hands of the shareholders. It would be therefore difficult 
to hold that the mere fact that a distribution has been made out of the capital gains, 
it has the attributes of capital gains in the hands of the shareholders. But that does 
not assist the case of the Revenue, for the Legislature has expressly excluded from 
the content of dividend, capital sains arising after 31st March, 1948. 

The proviso to .he Explanation clearly enacted that capital gains arhing after 
31st March. 1948 are not liable to be included within the expression “ dividend'’. 
The definition is. it is true, an inclusive definition and a receipt by a shareholder which 
does not fall within the definition may possibly be regarded as dividend within the 
meaning of the Act unless the context negatives that view. But if is difficult on that 
accotmt to hold that rapital gains excluded from the definition of dhidend by express 
enactment still fall within the charge of tax. According to the definition in section 2 
(6-A) of the Income-tax Act only the proportionate share of the member out of the 
accumulated profits (excluding capital gains arising in the excepted period) distributed 
by the compant', alone will be deemed the taxable component. 

There is no warrant for the view expres^d by the Tribunal that the definition of 
'‘‘dividend’' only includes deemed dividend. To hold that the capital gains within 
the excepted period are not part of the accumulated profits for the purpose of the 
definition under section 2 f6-A) and a disrrifauth'e share thereof does not on that 
account fall vdthin the definition of “diridend'’and therefore of income chargeable 
to tax and still to regard them as a part of accumulated profits for the purpose of 
dividend in the popular connotation and to bring the share to tax in the hands of the 
shareholders is to nullify an e.xpress provision of the statute. We do not see any 
reason why such a strained construction should be adopted. 

We auree with the High Court that the proportionate share of the capital gains 
out of which the dividend was distributed to the shareholders of the company must 
be deemed exempt from liabilify to pay tax under section 12 as dividend income 
liable to tax. 

Coniwel for the Revenue songht to argne that share of dividend which is not 
chargeable to tax bv virtne of the exemption clause is stiil liable to tax as income otto 
than'dividend. But no such contention was raised before the Tribunal or the High 
Court and no question was raised in that behalf. We will not be justified in entermg 
upon the question which was not raised or argued before the Tribunal and before 
the High Court. 

The appeals fail and are dismissed with costs. One hearing fee. 

T-ICR. * Appeals dismissed. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Prese:st: — J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. Ramaswam and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

V. Jaganmohan Rao and others ... Appellants* 

V. 

Commissioner of Income-tax and Excess Profits Tax, Hyderabad ... Respondent. 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 34 (1) (b) and IQ— Back assessment— 
Information— Judicial decisions— Part of assessable income — Faihae to tax — 
Escapement— Purchase by assesseeof properties from Hindu father— Character of 
property— Self-acquired m joint family property— Litigation between father and 
sons — Pendency of appeal at the time of purchase by assessee — Decision by Privy 
Coimcil— Information — Payment by assessee to sons to get their interest released 
— Capital expenditure. 

The assessee purchased a mill from a Hindu father on the basis that it was his 
self-acquired property’. On the date of the purchase, the question whether the 
property was the self-acquired property of the father or the joint family propery 
was the subject-matter of an appeal pending in the High Court. The High Court 
in the aijpeal held that the miU was the joint family property. The father appealed 
to the Privy Council. Pending that appeal, the assessee was submitting returns 
for the relevant assessment years. Before the assessments were taken up, the 
assessee entered into a compromise with the sons of the vendor and got a release of 
their interest in the property on payment of Rs. 1,15,000. The assessee as the 
Receiver appointed by the High Court was depositing the income from the property 
in the High Court. The Privy Council decided the appeal in favour of the father. 
On the basis of the decision of the Privy Council, the Income-tax Officer, commen- 
ced back assessment proceedings in respect of the lease income of the r^s. The 
Tribunal upholding the orders of the Department held that the decision of the 
Privy Council constituted information for the back assessment and that the sum 
paid by the assessee for obtaining the sons’ interest in the property released was 
a capital expenditure and hence not allowable. 

The High Court in reference held that on the basis of the compromise between 
the assessee and the sons part of the amount was taken to be for acquisition of the 
capital asset and part towards the discharge of the claim towards the profits and 
hence the amount should be apportioned. The Revenue as well as the assessee 
appealed : 

Held that the back assessment proceedii^s are vah’dly taken as the decision of 
the Privy Council constituted the information. Thepajment of Rs. 1,15,000 is a 
capital expenditure made by the assessee to perfect his title to a capital asset and 
the assessee is not entitled to set-off any portion of the amount as attributable to 
the lease money. 

Once an assessment is reopened by issuing a notice under the Act the previous 
under assessment is set aside and the whole assessment proceedings start afresh. 

The word “information” in section 34 (l)(b) included formation as to the ^e 
and correct state of the law and so would cover information as to relevant judicial 
decisions. Escapement under section 34 (I) (b) was not confined to cases where 
no return had been submitted by the assessee or where income had not been 
assessed owing to inadvertence or oversight or other lacuna attributable to the 
assessing authorities. But even in a case where a return had been submitted 
an Income-tax Officer had erroneously failed to tax a part of the assessable income 
it was a case where that part of the income had escaped assessment. 

Held on facts : the assessee deliberately suppressed the fact that there wus a com- 
promise between himself and sons under which he was entitled to the whole of the 


* C-As. Nos. S93 to S9S rni 
1381 to 1386 of 1966. 


3 1st July, 1969. 




\ 198 / THE SOTREME COURT JOXJRNAL. [1970 

income from the.’milL, The decision Privy rCouncil -would constitute 

information for the purposes of back assessment proceedings. 

The contention that the Officer could have legitimately assessed a third share of 
the income which was due to the assessee according to the judgment of the High 
Court and there was escapement only to the extent of two-third share income is 
not of much avail to the assessee because once proceedings under se(ffion 34 are 
taken to be yalidly initiated with regard to the two-third share of the income, the 
' jurisdiction of the Officer cannot be confined only to that portion of the income. 

Also held: it is well established that where money is paid to perfect a title or as 
consideration for getting rid of a defect in the title or a threat of litigation the 
payment would be capital payment and not revenue payment. If the asset which 
is acquired is in its character a capital asset, then any sum paid to acquire it must 
surely be capital outlay. Money paid in consideration of the acquisition of a 
source of property or income is capital expenditure. 

Held on facts: it cannot be said that the amount was paid partly for the acqui- 
sition of the capital asset and partly to dischaige the claim towards profits. The 
fact that the High Court took into consideration the income from the mill in 
testing whether the offer made by the assessee for the release of the claim of the sons 
was a fair offer would not mean that the sons were given as a result of the com- 
promise a share in the profits of the assessee. It was a lumpsum payment for 
acquisition of the capital asset and the claim of the sons for the lease money from 
the property was merely ancillary or incidental to the claim to the capital asset. 
The Hgh Court was in error in holding that the amount should be apportioned 
betw’een capital and income. The entire amount should be treated as capital 
payment and the assessee is not entitled to exclude from the income sought to be 
assessed in his hands any portion of that amount. 

Appeals from the Judgment and Order dated the 7th December, 1962, of the 
Andhra Pradesh Hgh Court in Case Referred T4o. 24 of 1956. 

D. Narasarajii, Senior Advocate (P. Ramarao, K. R. Chaiidhuri and K. Rajendra 
Chandhuri, Advocates, with him), for Appellants (In C. As. Nos. 893 to 898 of 1966) 
and the Re'^popdents (in C. As. Nos. 1381 to 1386 of 1966). 

Jagdish Swamp, Solicitor-General of India {S. K. Aiyar and R. N. Sachthey 
Advocates, with him), for Respondent (In C. As. Nos. 893 to 898 of 1966) and the 
Appellants (in C. As. Nos. 1381' to 1386 of 1966). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by ; 

. Ramaswami, J . — ^The assessee who is the kartha of a Hindu undivided family 

was assessed in that status for the relevant assessment years, 1944-45, 1945-46, 1946- 
■ 47 not only to income-tax but also to excess profits tax. On 1st February, 1941, he 
purchased from Randhi Appalaswamy (hereinafter referred to as the vendor) a 
spinning mill known as Sri Satynarayana Spinning Mills, Rajahmundry, for a sum of 
Rs. 54,731. The purchase was made at a period when there was litigation between the 
sons of the vendor and the vendor in respect of the spinning mill and other properties. 
The sons had fiJed a suit against the father, the vendor, claiming the schedule pro- 
perties including the mill as joint family properties and for partition of the same. 
The vendor claimed that the properties were his self-acquired properties. The District 
Judge, Rajahmundry, held that the properties Avere the self-acquired properties of the 
vendor and dismissed the suit of the plaintiff. Against the judgment of the District 
Judge an appeal Avas filed in the Ma^as High Court, being A.S. No. 175 of 1938. 
While the appeal was pending, on 1st February, 1941 the assessee purchased the mill 
from the A'endor whopurported to sell the same as the sole owner. In A.S. No. 175 
of 1938 the Madras High Court held that the properties of the vendor were not his 
self-acquired properties but AA’ere joint family properties in which the plaintifis had a 
■'two-thirds share. Against this judgment the A'endor preferred an appeal to the Privy 
Council. While that appeal was pending the assessee had submitted returns for the 
relevant assKsment years. However, before the assessments were taken up the 
•assessee entered into a compromise with the plaintifis on 7th Septembei; 1945, by 
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■wtns of which hs got a release of tie interest of tie vendor’s sons on payment of 
WMs tie appeal vras pending before tie Privy Council tie plaintifis 
iad applied to tie Higi Court for recovepr of tiei siare of tie profits. Tie Higi 
■Oeurt appointed tie assesssa as tie Receiver directing inn to deposit tie profits 
in tie Higi Court. Tie assessee deposited a sum of Rs. 1,09,613 for tie year 1944-45, 
Rs. 31,087 for tie year 1945-46 and Rs. 4,775 for tie year 1946-47. Under tie 
compromise tie assessee was entitled to withdraw these amounts on payment of 
Rs. 1,15,000. Tie Privy Council decided the appeal on 2nd July, 1947, reversing tie 
order of tie High Court and restoring that of tie District Judge holding that 
Appalaswamy was tie absolute owner of tie mill and tie sons had no right, title or 
inter^ therein. On receipt of tie Privy Council’s decision which finally determined 
tie rights of tie parties and tie ownership of tie assessee in the miU, tie Income-tax 
Officer issued on 2nd March, 1948 a notice under section 34 of tie Income-tax Act in 
.respect of Rs. 1,09,613 received by tie assessee as lease income of tie mill. It was 
contended for tie assessee (1) that tie proceedings initiated under section 34 of tie 
Act for tie year 1944-45 assessment were invalid in law as there was no new infor- 
mation leading to tie discovery that income had escaped assessment, (2) that in any 
-event tie assessee was entitled to set off- tie sum of Its. 1,15,000 paid to tie sons of 
Appalaswamy under tie compromise approved by tie Higi Court for releasing their 
rights, if any, in tfie mill against tie assessee’s income from tie mill. Tie Income-tax 
OScer rejected these contentions and treated tie whole amount of Rs. 1,15,000 as 
paid towmd capital expenditure in acquiring an asset. Tie Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner rejected tie appeal of tie assessee. Tie Tribunal affirmed tie order 
of tie Appellate Assistant Commissioner. It field in tie first place that the assessee 
had not d^closed the impugned source of income from tie miU in fiis original assess- 
ment, that tie_ matter as to the assessee’s ownership of tfie miU was siib-jiidice and 
that tie decision of tfie Privy Council constitated information not only of law but 
also as to tie factum of tfie ownership of the miU and tfie income therefrom. The 
Tribunal caressed tfie view that tfie sum of Rs. 1,15,000 could not be aUowed to be 
set off against tie assessee’s income from the miU as it was an ex gratia payment to 
tfie sons of Appalaswamy who iad no right, title or interest in the mill and it was 
■paid in order to perfect a supposed defective title and as such was of capital nature, 
■^ereafler the Income-tax AppeUate Tribunal stated a case to the High Court under 
section 66 (2) of tfie Indian Income-tax Act, 1922 on the foUowing questions of law’: 


“ R A- No. 779 which relates to the assessment year 1944-45 : 

(1) 'Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the cissjn respect of the assessment 
year 1944-45, the assessment made on the assesses in the status of a Hindu undivided family in 
•respect of ineome received by him as Receiver could be justiSed notwithstanding the provisions 
-of section 41 of the Act? 

(2) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the assessment of the entire 
income of Rs- 1,09 613 in the hands of the assessee is valid in the face of the compromise memo, 
.dated 7th September, 1945 approved by the Court ? 

(3) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the assessee is not entitled to 
set OS' ^-1.15.030 being the amount paid to the minors for releasing their rights in the property from 
out of the amount received from the mill ? 

RA. No- 7S0 which relates to assessment year 1945-46 : 

(1) 'V'/hether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the assessment made 
under section 34 of the Act is valid in law ? 

(2) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case,tn resi)ect of the assessment 
year 1945^6. the assessment on the assessee in the status of a Hindu undivided family in _ respect 
of the income received by him as Receiv'er could be justified notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 41 of the Act ? 

(3) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the assessment of the 
entire income of Rs 31,037 in thehandsof the assessee is valid in the face of the compromise 
memo dated 7th &ptember, 194S approved fay the Court ? 

(41 Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the assessee is not entitled 
to set off Rs 1.15,030 being the amount paid to the minors for releasing their rights in the 
property from out of the amount received from the mill ? 

■- RA No. 7SI which relates to assessment year 1945-47 : 
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(1) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case.in respect of the ^sessment 
year 1946-47 the assessment on the assessee in the status of a Hindu undivided family in respect 
of income received by him as Receiver could be justified, notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 41 of the Act ? 

(2) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the assessment of the 
entire income of Rs 4,775 in the hands of the assessee is Valid in the face of the compromise 
memo, dated 7th September, 1945 approved by the Court? 

(3) Whether, on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the assessee is not entitled to 
set off Rs. 1 ,15,000 being the amount paid to the minors for releasing theirriglitin the property from. . 
out of the amount received from the mill ? ” 

The Appellate Tribunal pointed out in the statement of the case that question No- 
1 in R.A. No. 780 for the assessment year 1945-46 pertained to the earlier assessment 
year 1944-45 in R.A. No. 779 and also that question No. 2 in R.A. No. 780 and R.A- 
No. 779 for the assessment year 1945-46 and the corresponding excess profits tax 
assessment did not arise in that year but pertained to the earher assessment year 
1944-45 in R.A. No. 779 and the corresponding excess profits tax assessment in R.A- 
No. 782. 

The High Court answered question Nos. 1 and 2 in R.A. No. 779 and question 
No. 1 in R.A. No. 780 in the affirmative. The High Court held that re-assessment 
proceedings have been validly initiated under section 34 of the Act. The High Court 
found that the assessment on the assessee in the status of Hindu undivided family 
in respect of income received by him as Receiver was proper. The High Court 
thought that the basis of the compromise in the Madras High Court entered into- 
beuveen the assessee and the minor sons of the vendor Appalaswamy wherein the 
assessee paid Rs. 1,15,000 to the minor sons cannot be ignored. The High Court 
negatived the contention of the Income-tax Department that the sum of Rs. 1,15,000’ 
was paid to cure a supposed defect in the title and that it was a capital payment- 
Upon the interpretation of the terms of the , compromise the High Court took the 
view that the amount of Rs. 1,15,000 was paid .partly towards acquisition of capital 
asset and partly towards the discharge of fhe . claim towards profits and hence it 
should be apportioned towards capital and income in the proportion of 90/85. 
C.As. Nos. 1331 to 1386 of 1966 are brought by certificate from the judgment of the 
High Court on behalf of the Commissioner of Income-tax and C.A. Nos. 893 to 898 
of 1966 were brought by special leave from the same judgment to this Court on behalf 
of the assessee. 

After the Amending’ Act of 1939 and before the Amending Act of 1948 section 
34 stood as follows : 

“ (I) If in consequence of definite information which has come into his possession lh& 
Income-tax OfScer, discovers that income, profits or gains chargeable to income-tax have escaped 
assessment in any year, or have been under-assessed, or have been assessed at too low a rate, or 
have been the subiect of excessive relief under this Act the Income-tax Officer may in any casein 
which he has reason to believe that the assessee has concealed the particulars of his income or 
deliberately furnished inaccurate particulars thereof at any time within eight years, and in any 
other case at any time within four years of the end of that year, serve on the person liable to pay 
tax on such income profits or gains or in the case of a company on the principal officer thereof a. 
notice containing all or any of the requirements which may be included in a notice under sub- 
section (2) of section22, and may proceed to assess or re-assess such income, profitorgains, and 
the provisions of this Act, shall, so far as may be, apply accordingly as if the notice were a notice 
issued under that sub-section. 

• • * » 

(2) No order of assessment under section 23 or of assessment or re-assessment under sub- 
section (1 )_ of this secti on shall be made after the expiry, in any case to which clause (c) of sub-section 
d) of section 23 applies, of eight years, and in any other case, of four years from the end of the year, 

I n which the income, profits or gains were first assessable. 

• * • 

The first question arising in this case is whether the proceeding under section 34 . 
^legally valid. It was contended by Mr. Narasaraju that the decision of the Privy 
Council could not be said to be definite information within tfic meaning of the section. 

It was said that the Income-tax Officer was fully aware of the circumstances of the- 
case and the assessee had placed all the relevant faerts before him, namely, that under 
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the High Court’s jud^ent the vendor was only entitled to one-third share of the- 
. income pending the decision of the appeal before the Privy Council. In our opinion 
there is no justification for this argument. It is not true to say that the assessee 
brought all the relevant facts before the Income-tax Officer. On the contiary he 
deliberately suppressed the fact that there was a compromise between himself and 
the plaintiffs under which he was entitled to the whole of the income from the mill. 
At any rate the Pri-vy Council’s decision which determined the rights of the parties 
irrespective of the compromise did constitute definite information within the mean- 
ing of section 34 of the Income-tax Act. This view is borne out by the decision of 
this Court in MaJiaraJa Kumar Kcanal Singh v. Commissioner of Income-tax^. In 
that case the Income-tax Officer had, following the decision of the High Court in 
Kamakhya Narain Singh's case^, omitted to bring to assessment for the year 1945-4& 
the sum of Rs. 93,604 representing interest on arrears of rent due to the assessee in 
respect of agricultural land on the ground that tfie amount was agricultural income. 
Subsequently the Privy Council, on appeal from that decision held that interest on 
arrears of rent payable in respect of agricultural land was not agricultural income. 
As a_ result of this decision the Income-tax Officer initiated re-assessment proceedings 
unde'r section 34 (1) (6) of the Income-tax Act and brought the amount of 
Rs. 93,604 to tax. In these circumstances it was field by this Court firstly that tfie- 
word “information” in section 34 (I)(6) included information as to the true and cor- 
rect state of the law, and so would cover information as to relevant judicial decisions, 
secondly, that “escape” in section 34 (1) was not confined to cases where no return 
had been submitted by tfie assessee or where income had not been assessed owing to 
inadvertence or oversight or other lacuna attributable to tfie assessing authorities. 
But even in a case where a return had been submitted, if the Income-tax Officer had 
erroneously failed to tax a part of tfie assessable income, it was a case where that 
part of the income had escaped assessment. The decision of the Privy Council, 
therefore, was held to be information within the meaning of section 34 (1) (b) and 
the pioceedings for re-assessment were validly initiated. In our opinion the principle 
of this decision governs the present case and it must be field that the proceedings 
initiated under section 34 for tfie assessment year 1944-45 were legally vaUd. It 
was stated on behalf of the appellant that in .any case the Income-tax Officer could 
have legitimately assessed one-third share of the income which was due to the assessee 
according to the judgment of the Madras High Court and there was escape only to the 
extent of rivo-tfiird share of the income. This argument is not of much avail to the 
appellant because once proceedings under section 34 are taken to be validly initiated 
with regard to two-third share of the income, the jurisdiction of tfielncome-tax Officer 
cannot be confined only to that portion of the income. Section 34 in terms states 
that once the Income-tax Officer decides to reopen the assessment he could do so 
within the period prescribed by serving on tfie person liable to pay tax a notice 
containing all or any of the requirements which may be included in a notice under 
section 22 (2) and may proceed to assess or re-assess such income, profits or gains. 

It is, therefore, manifest that once assessment is reopened by issuing a notice under 
sub-section (2) of section 22 the previous under-assessment is set aside and the whole 
assessment proceedings start afresh. When once valid proceedings are started under 
section 34 (.1) (b) the Income-tax Officer had not only the jurisdiction but it was his 
duty to levy tax on the entire income that had escaped assessment during that year. 

The second question involved in this case is whether the Hi^ Court was right in 
holding that any portion of the amount of Rs. 1,15,000 was liable to be treated as 
business expenditure. It is well established that where money is paid to perfect a 
title or as consideration for getting rid of a defect in the title or a threat of litigation 
the payment would be capital payment and not revenue payment. Wfiat is essential 
to be seen is whether the amount of Rs. 1,15,000 was paid for bringing into existence a 
right or asset of an enduring nature. In other words if the asset which is acquired 
is in its character a capital asset, then any sum paid to acquire it must surely be capital 


I. (1959) 35 I T.R 1 : (1959) 1 M.L.J. (S C.) 257. 

92 : (1959) lAiWR (SC.) 92 .-(1959) I SCR. 2. (1946) 14I.T.R. 673: A I.R. ]947Pat.n5. 
(Supp.) 10 : (1959) S C J. 230 : A I.R. 1959 S C. 
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outlay. Money paid in consideration or the acquisition of a source of profit of 
income is capital expenditure both on principle and authority. In Atherton v. 
British Insulated and Helsby Cables Ltd A Viscount Cave said : 

“ But where an expenditure is made, not only once for all, but with a view to bringing into 
tcnceanassetoranadvantagefortheenduringbenefit of a trade, I_ think that there is sow 
reason (in the absence of special circumstances leading to an opposite inclusion) for treating su a 
an expenditure as property attributable not to revenue but to capital.” 

In Commissioner of Taxes v. Nchanga Consolidated Copper Mines Ltd.~, Lord 
Eadclifife observed at p. 960 : 

“ Courts have stressed the importance of observing a demarcation between the cost 
acquiring or enlarging the permanent (which does not mean perpetual) the 

income is to be the produce or fruit and the cost of earning that income itself or penom B 
incoms-Mrning operations. Probably thisisasilluminatingaline of distinction as me 
itself i s likely to achieve ” 

It is, however, contended on behalf of the assessee that the amount of • 

xvas paid partly for the acquisition of capital asset and partly to discharge the 
towards profits and hence there should be an apportionment of the 
not possible to accept this contention. It appears from the order of the lUgh 
that the value of the mill was fixed at Rs. 1,15,000 after taking into consioera i 
fact that the mill was built on a leasehold premises. The value of 
fixed at Rs. 1,36,000 and the leasehold interest was fixed at Rs. HOOO. un mi 
basis the share of the minors was taken to be Rs. 90,000. In respect or the P 
the claim of the plaintifis was taken to be Rs. 85,000. The total claun was kp . 

Rs. 1,75,000 so that the oSer of Rs. 1,15,000 for the release of the claim of the piamu^ 
in the mill was held to be fair. The High Court, therefore, certified the 
to be for the benefit of the minor pl&intiSs. In the course of its order aa 
September, 1945 the High Court observed : 

“There are, however, numerous risks which the continuance of the J^igation ^ouW th^fether, 
involve. The Privy Council might hold that the mill was the self-acqiured property o .^j 
in which case the plaintiffs would get nothing and would incur a liability mr cosis 
be held that, though the property was the family property, the father was There 

guardian to sell the interests of minor sons in discharging of a binding larmiy and 

is the further possibility that by the time thelitigation ends the property will ba\e oe 
its value will have been materially reduced by the termination of the lease ot the lana. by 

Taking all these contingencies into consideration we are of opinion that o er 

the purchaser of Rs l, 15 , 000 forthereleaseoftheclaim,ifany,ofthe^psonsin ^ 

to him by theirfatherisafairoffer,theacceptanceof which would bebenencial to me 

plaintiff” _ the mill 

It is true that the High Court took into consideration the ti^^please of 

in testing whether the offer made by the purchaser of Rs. 1,15,000 
the claim of the plaintiffs was a fair offer. But that does not mean that n 
Appalaswamy were given as a result of the compromise a share m the ^ 
assessee. It is clear from the circumstances of this case that the pa> . ^ 

1,15,000 was made by the assessee in order to perfect his title to p^Pk^, jease 

assessee is not entitled to set off any portion of the_ amount as attriDUtani claim 

money. It was a lump sum payment for acquisition of a capital asset 
of the plaintiffs for the lease money from the proper^ was merely anci y 
■dental to the claim to the capital asset. In our opinion the High Cour jn 

in holding that the amount should be apportioned between capital an 2 jq 

the result so far as questions 3 and 4 in R.A. No. 779, questmi^ 1 ^ 
R.A. No. 780 and questions 2 and 3 in R.A. No. 781 are concerned . 

that the entire amount of Rs. 1,15,000 should be treated as capital P^^. t-Js hands 

assessee is not entitled to exclude from the income sought to be assesse 

any portion of that amount. indicated 

We accordingly allow C.A. Nos. 1381 to 1386 of 1966 to 
above. C.A. Nos. 893 to 898 of 1966 are dismissed. There will be no 

•costs in either of two sets of appeals. , , „rA;npIv 

V.s. - Ordered accordingly- 

-1. (1926)AC.205,2I3 :I0T.C.I55 : 95L.J. 2. (1964) A. C. 948 : (1964) 2 W-LR- 3 

X. B. 336 : 42 T.L.R. 187. (1964) 1 All E.R. 208. 
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(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — ^J.C- Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. Ramaswaxii and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

Star Company Ltd. ... Appellant^ 

V. 

Commissioner of Income-tax (Central) Calcutta ... Respondent. 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 10 — Business loss — Assessee, dealer in shares — 
Purchase and sale of shares — Part of a scheme to assist another company to 
acquire managing agency — Purchase at a higher rate than the market rate — 
Sale to the same company — Purchase on the overdraft account — If a transaction 
done in the ordinary course of business — If an allowable loss. 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 66 — Reference — Question arising out of the 
order of Tribunal — Loss — Disallowance by department — Tribunal sustaining 
disallowance for certain reasons — High Court upholding decision on the basis of 
reasons rejected by the Tribimal — No necessity on department to apply for and 
obtain reference — No reference on a question arising from the reasons given by 
the Tribunal. 

Under an agreement dated 21st May, 1952, the managing agents of a jute com- 
pany agreed to sell to M their entire holdings of the shares of the managed com- 
pany consisting of preference shares at the rate of Rs. 196 per preference share 
and also to tender their resignation of agency with effect from 1st July, 1952. At 
the time of the agreement the market price of the preference share was Rs. 119 to 
Rs. 122. M company transferred the shares to three companies one of which 
is the assessee. M was appointed the managing agent of the jute company for 
a period of 10 years. Out of the total shares of 1,670 purchased by the assessee 
fromilf, one lot of 1.620 shares was purchased on 22nd May, 1952 at Rs. 186 per 
share and the second lot of 50 shares was purchased atRs. 184 on 27th May, 1952. 
The assessee had to overdraw their bank account to purchase these. On 23rd 
December, 1952. the assessee sold back to M 1,575 shares at Rs. 115 per share 
and claimed the loss as one arising in the ordinary course of its business. The 
Department rejected the claim on the ground that the shares were purchased as 
contribution to scheme of acquisition of the managing agency of the jute com- 
pany by M, that the loss therefore did not arise in the course of assessee’s normal 
business of dealing in shares. The Tribunal however held that the assessee was 
not a pawn in the scheme of acquisition of the managing agency. But it held that 
the shares had not been acquired in the course of its share dealing business on the 
ground of the treatment of the loss given by the assessee in its own profit and loss 
account and held that the shares were acquired by the assessee as a measure of 
investment and not as stock-in-trade of the assessee’s share dealing business. The 
High Court, on the proved and admitted facts inferred that the assessee 
as an associate of M company had entered into the transaction at the bidding of 
M company and hence the loss was not incurred in the ordinary course of its 
business. The assessee appealed : 

Held, that the loss is not allowable as the shares were not bought and sold in 
the ordinary course of business of the asse<^see as a dealer in shares. 

The question which was referred was couched in general terms and was not limited 
to or circumscribed by the reasons which had been given by the Tribunal against 
the assessee. The question of law on which reference can be made must arise 
out of the order of the Tribunal. The order which was made was in favour of 
the Department and against the assessee. It is true that certain reasons which 
had appealed to the Officer and the Appellate Commissioner were not accepted 
by the Tribunal. But it had come to the conclusion that the loss was not a loss 
that arose in the course of the assessees business in share deah'ng. The question 
which was referred framed in the fight of the final conclusion and it was not 
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nec^sary for the DepartmeDt to apply for and obtain a reference on a question 
arising from the reasons given by the Tribunal in support of its conclusion in 
favour of the Department. 

On the admitted and proved facts there can be no doubt that the assessee did 
not acquire the preference shares in the ordinary course of business. These facts 
are : the market rate of the preference share was lower on the relevant days. On 
the very next day to the agreement between M and the then managing agent com- 
pany shares were acquired by the assessee at a higher rate. Most of these shares 
were sold back to the same company at a lower rate. 

The profit and loss account for the assessment year 1954-55 showed that the 
dealings in other shares were of comparatively much lesser value than the shares 
in question. The profit and loss which had been made and incurred on account of 
the other shares were also comparatively of minimal nature to the shares which 
were purchased by the assessee b}' obtaining an overdraft from a bank. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order, dated the 7th May, 1965, of the Calcutta 
High Court in Income-tax Reference No. 205 of 1961. 

S. Ray, R. K. Choudhirry and Mrs. B. P. Maliesfiwari, Advocates, for Appellant. 

Jagdish Swamp, Solicitor General of India and S.C. ManchundaSsmor Advocate 
{R. N. Sachthey and B. D. Shanna, Advocates, with them), for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Grover, J . — This is an appeal by certificate from a judgment of the Calcutta 
High Court answering the following question referred to it in the negative and against 
the assessee : 

" Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, the loss of Rs. 1,11,816 suffered 
by the assessee on the sale of shares of Fort William Jute Company Ltd., was a loss that arose 
in its share dealing business?” 

The assessee is a public liim'ted company. It carries on, inter alia, business of 
dealing in shares and securities. The profits and losses arising from transactions in 
shares in the ordinary course of the assessee’s business have always been treated as 
profits or losses of the share dealing business. During the assessment year 1954-55, 
relevant accounting period being the financial year 1953-54 the assessee sufiered a 
loss of Rs. 1.11,816 on the sale of 1 575 preference shares of Fort William Jute Com- 
pany Ltd. These shares were purchased on 22nd May, 1952 at the rate of Rs. 186 
per share fromMugneeiam Bangur and Co., and were sold on 23rd December, 1953 
at the rate of Rs. 115 per share to the same company. 

The background in which these transactions took place may be noticed: Kettle- 
well Bullen and Co., were the managing agents of Fort William Jute Co., Ltd., On 
21st May, 1952, an agreement was entered into bePveen Kettlewell Bullen and Co. 
and Mugneeram Bangur and Co., according to which the entire holding of Kettle- 
weUBuUen and Co., in the managed company (Fort William Jute Co., Ltd.), consis- 
ting of 6,920 tax-free cumulative preference shares and 600 ordinary shares were to 
be sold to Mugneeram Bangur and Co., or their nominees at the agreed price of Rs. 185 
per preference share and Rs. 400 per ordinary share. Pursuant to this agreenient 
Kettlewell Bullen and Co., issued a circular letter to all shareholders of Fort Wilfiam 
Jute Co., Ltd., informing them of the terms of the agreement and pointing out that 
Kettlewell Bullen and Co., would tender resignation from the offce of the managing 
agents with effect from 1st July, 1952. It was stated in tlus letter “the purchase price 
of each ordinary share was Rs. 400 and of each preference share Rs. 185. It W’as 
further condition of the agreement that M/s. Mugneeram Bungur and Co., would 
offer to all shareholders of the company (ordinary and preference) to purchase their 
shares at the same price on the terms hereinafter referred to.” It was intended that 
M/s. Bangur Brothers Ltd., would be appointed managing agents. 

At the time of the agreement, namely, 2Ist May, 1952, the market price of the 
preference shares ranged between Rs. 119 and Rs. 122 per share but the shares weer 
purchased by the assessee on 22nd May, 1952, at the rate of Rs. 186 per share. A 
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large part of tlie preference shares of Fort William Jute Co., Ltd., were transferred 
TO three companies by Mugneeram Bangur and Co., "who had Lo take over 8,617 
preference shares in terms of the agreement. The companies to which these shares 
were transferred were (1) Marwar Textile Agency Ltd. (2) Umon Co. Ltd. and (3) 
Star Co., Ltd., the assessee. M/s. Bangur Bros., were appointed as the managing 
agents of Fort William Jute Company for a period of ten years with effect from 
1st July, 1952. The total number of preference shares of Fort William Jute Com- 
pany Ltd., which were acquired by the assessee from Mugneeram Bangur and Co., 
was 1,670. One lot of 1.620 shares was purchased on 22nd May, 1952 of Rs. 186 per 
share and the second lot of 50 shares was purchased at Rs. 154 on 27th May, 1952. 
For the acquisition of these shares the assessee had to overdraw on its bank 
account. On 23rd December, 1953, 1,575 shares were sold to Mugneeram Bangur 
and Co., at Rs.ll5 per share resulting in a loss of Rs. 1,11,816 which was included 
in the loss of Rs. 1,30,152 debited to the profit and loss account under the head 
‘Toss on sale of investment.” The assessee claimed this as a loss arising in the 
ordinary course of its business. 

The Income-tax Officer and the Appellate Assistant Commissioner rejected the 
assessee’s claim on the ground that the shares were purchased as a contribution to 
the scheme of acquisition of the managing agency of the Fort William Jute Co., 
Ltd., by Mugneeram Bangur and Co., or its nominee. The loss, therefore, did not 
arise in the course of the assessee’s liormal business of dealing in shares. The 
Appellate Tribunal found that there was no evidence that the assessee had been made a 
a pawn in the scheme of acquisition of the managing agency of Fort William Jute 
Co., Ltd., by Mugneeram Bangur and Co., or that the shares were acquired by the 
assessee to relieve <he latter of the load of their shares in pursuance of that scheme. 
The Tribunal was further of the view that even if Mugneeram Bangur and Co., had 
a controlling interest in the assessee-finn by having a majority of the shares in it no 
such inference could necessarily be raised that the assessee did not purchase the shares 
of Fort William Jute Co., Ltd., as a measure of its own activity as a dealer in shaies. 
The Tribunal, however, held that the shares were not acquired in the course of the 
assessee’s share dealing business for the reason that in the profit and loss account 
for the year ending 31st March, 1954, the assessee had made a distinction between 
its transactions as a dealer and as an investor in shares. The Tribunal found that 
while the profit on sale of shares out of its stock-in-trade had been shown and 
described as such in the profit and loss account, the loss on sale of investment had 
been shown in the profit and loss account as a loss in investment. From the treat- 
ment of the loss given by the assessee in its own profit and loss account the Tribunal 
came to the conclusion that the shares of Fort William Jute Co., Ltd., were acquired 
by the assessee as a measure of investment and not as stock-in-trade of the assessee’s 
share dealing business. 

The High Court, while dealing with the question which had been referred at the 
imtance of the assessee, was of the opinion that the Tribunal had not properly con- 
sidered the primary facts which had been found by the Income-tax Officer and the 
Appellate Assistant Commissioner. It proceeded to refer to some of the proved and 
adinitted facts which were : 

(p The profit and loss account relating to the sale of shares showed that the 
transactions in Fort William Jute Co., shares stood apart from the other transactions. 
While the other transactions were of a few thousand rupees only rising to nearly 
30,000 in one case the transaction in Fort Wilham Jute Co., shares involved the pay- 
ment of nearly Rs. 3,00,000. 

(2) These shares were acquired in one lot from Mugneeram Bangur and Co. 
•and sold back to the same concern in one lot which was altogether unusual. 

(3) The shares in question were purchased by the assessee one day after the 
agreement was entered into between Kettlewell Bullen and Co., and Mugneeram 
Bangur and Co. 

(4) The preference shares of the face value of Rs. 100 were purchased at 
Rs. 186 per share on 22nd May, 1952, when on the previous day the quotation in the 
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market was Rs. 119 per , share only. Taking the over-all picture the High Court felt 
that there could be only one inference that the asessee— an associate of Mugneeram 
Bangur and Co. — ^had entered into the transaction relating to preference share at (he 
bidding of the Bangurs B for the purpose of helping them. It was observed that the 
Tribunal was wrong in holding' that there was no evidence that these associates had 
been made pawns in the transaction. The conclusion of the High Court was “on 
the facts and circumstances of the case it is impossible to hold that the assessee bought 
shares in the ordinary course of business or would have bought them but to help 
Mugneeram Bangur and Co., in their scheme of acquisition of the managing agency 
rights.” It appears that the High Court was not impressed with the view of the Tri- 
bunal that on the basis of entries in the profit and loss account it could be held that 
the share transactions in question related to the capital account, the shares having 
been acquired as a measure of investment. , • 

The first contention raised on behalf of the assessee, which is the appellant be- 
fore us, is that the High Court was not entitled to reverse the findings of fact of the 
Appellate Tribunal since the department had not challenged the same by means of 
appropriate proceedings for reference of a question challenging those findings. It 
is pointed that the Tribunal had come to the conclusion that there was no evidence . 
to show that the assessee had been made a pawn in the scheme of acejuisition of the 
managing agency of Fort 'William Jute Co., by Mugneeram Bangur and Co., or that 
the preference shares had been acquired by the assessee pursuant to that scheme. 
It is submitted that the Tribunal had thus reversed the view which had commended 
itself to the Income-tax Officer and the Appellate Assistant Commissioner and to 
that extent the Tribunal’s decision was in favour of the assessee and could not be 
reversed or set aside by the High Court in the absence of any reference at the instance 
of the department. It is noteworthy that the question which was referred is 
couched in general terms and was not hmited to or circumscribed by the reasons which 
had been given by the Tribunal against the assessee. The question of law on which 
reference can be made must arise out of the order of the Tribunal. The order which 
was made in the present case was in favour of the department and against theassessee. ' 
It is true that certain reasons which had appealed to the Income-tax Officer and the 
Appellate Assistant Corrunissioner were not accepted by the Appellate Tribunal but 
it had come to the following conclusions which was material for the disposal of the 
appeal : • 

“ We accordingly uphold the view taken by the authorities below that the loss of Rs. 1,11,816' 
incurred on the sale of 1,575 preference shares of Fort Wiliam Jute Co., Ltd., was not a loss that 
arose in course of the appellant’s business in sharedeaiingthoughfordifferent reasons.” 

The question which was referred was framed in the light of the final conclusion 
and in our judgment it was not necessary for the department to apply for and obtain 
a reference on a question arising from the reasons given by the Tribunal in support 
of its conclusion in favour of the department. 

It has next been contended on behalf of the appellant • that where a question is 
one of mixed facts and law the facts as found by the Tribunal must be accepted as 
correct. The Tribunal had negatived the finding of the Income-tax Officer and .the 
Appellate Assistant Commissionei that the preference shares had been acquired by the 
assessee as a pawn in the scheme of transfer of the managing agency of Fort WilUam 
Jute Co. Ltd. It was, therefore, not open to the High Court to come to the same 
conclusion by not treating the finding of the Appellate Tribunal as final. Our atten- 
tion has been invited to the observations in Commissioner of Income-tax, Bombay City-I 
V. Greaves Cotton and Co. Ltd.\ that it is not open to the High Court in a reference 
under section 66 (1) of the Income-tax Act, 1922 to embark upon a re-appraisal of the 
evidence and to arrive at finefings of fact contrary to those of the Tribunal. _ The 
finding of fact will be defective in law if there is no evidence to support it or if the- 
finding is unreasonable or petv'erse, but it is not open to a party to challenge such a 
finding unless reference has been made of a specific-question concerning that finding.. 

In Oriental Investment Co. [P.) Ltd. v. Commissioner of Income-tax-, it has been reite- 

. L (1968) 68 I.T.R. 200. (1969} I S.C.J. 666 : A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 460. - 

2.- (1969) 72 1.T.-R. 408 .-(1969} 1-I.T.'J. 491 ; ' ' 
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rated that in dealing with, findings on questions of mixed law and fact, the ffigh 
Court must accept the findings of the Tribunal on the-prunary question of fac as 
final althouehit is open to the High Court to examine whether the Tnranal ha 
applied the relevant legal principles correctly. It is argued that the High Court has 
not characterised the aforesaid finding of the Appellate Tnbunal as perverse o 
arbitrary and once that finding is accepted there would no justification for lioldm& 
that the r ssessee had been made a pawn in the matter of the schenw of transfer of thfr 
managing agency of Fort WilUam Jute Co., Ltd. by Mugneeram and Co or 

Bangur Brothers Ltd. In any case there were several facts which showed that the 
assessee was not privy or party to the aforesaid scheme. It n ^ 

interest in the mamging agency nor was it a subsidmry to 

Bangur group of concerns. The assessee was connected with the Bangurs only to th 
extent that out of its four directors two of the directors were Bangurs. 

In our opinion even if the conclusion of the High Court on the pomt 
above is not taken into consideration the question 

answered against the assessee. On adrmtted and P j. , j^tt.QQj.^jjary 
manner of doubt that the assessee did not acquire the preference shares m the ordinary 

course of business. These facts may be restated as fo o s . 

(1) The market rate of 

figure of Rs. 119 between 16th Apnl, 1952, and 21st May, 1952. 

(Tt On 12th Mav 1952, the agreement between Mugneeram Bangur an 

KettleweirB?Uen & ^ wa^^ mto for purchasing the entire holding of th^ 

managing agency company in the managed company. 

r‘i\ n oo el ‘M'ou IQ'S? 1 620 shares were acquired by the assessee from. 
(3) On 22nd May, 1952, , 5 q were- 

Mugneeram Bangur and Co. at tne rare or i f .-iiares were obviously 
acq^ on 27 th>ay. 1M2, at ^ 184 thare 

acquired at a pnce which was very mucn n gn assessee 

prevailed only a day before they were purchased by the assessee. 

* ei A-rn ei,„rpc taken over by the assessee from Mugneeram Bangur 

and tSdtaStoteime coVny a. tho rate ^ 

(5) The profit and loss aeao™' ^ ^Sh S St than the shares 

“Ttprofit",^ had /Se" “ 
of the other shares were also comparatively o t, a Lv tEe assessee- 

(6) The shares of Fort William Jute Co. Ltd., were purchased by the assesses 

by obtaining an overdraft from a baniL extraordinary features 

All the above facts and circui^tanre , motives which entered into th& 

lead to the irresistible conclusion that bought and sold in the ordinary 

acquisition of the shares, they were ^aj-gg. The answer to the question 

course of business of the assessee as a ^ • . .fi.g assessee and it was rightly so- 

must, therefore, be in the negative and against the assessee 

returned by the High Court. 

The appeal fails and it is dismissed with costs. - dismissed. 

V.S. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(CivU Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present: — J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. RaJiIASwami and A.N. Grover, JJ. 

Satyanarayan S. Mody ... Appellant * 

V. 

Controller of Estate Duty, Delhi and Rajasthan, New 

Delhi ... Respondent. 

Estate Duty Act {XXXIV of 1953), section 10 — Property deemed to pass on death 
— Gift affixed deposit receipts taken in joint names of donor and donee — 
Refiewals after gift in Joint names — Donor whether entirely excluded— Liability 
to estate duty. 

On 16th August, 1953, the deceased executed a deed of gift in favour of her 
minor grandson in respect of three fixed deposit receipts which were taken in 
the joint names of the deceased and her grandson and the gift was accepted on 
behalf of the minor by his father and natural guardian. On 17th August. 1953, 
the deceased sent a copy of the declaration of gift to the bank and intimated that 
lier grandson was the sole owner of the arnounts and till he attained the age of 
majority the fixed deposit receipts should remain in the joint narnes as they then 
•stood. From time to time, the deceased presented the fixed deposit receipts for 
renewal when they matured and obtained fresh receipts in the joint names of 
herself and her grandson. On the death of the deceased, the Assistant Controller 
of Estate Duty held that possession and enjoyment of the giffedpropert 5 'was not 
assumed by the donee to the entire exclusion of the donor and on that account 
the amounts of the fixed deposit receipts and interest thereon formed part of the 
estate of the deceased and was liable to estate dutj’. In appeal the Central Board 
of Revenue confirmed the order. The High Court, on a reference held that the 
am >unts were liable to estate duty. On appeal to the Supreme Court, 

Held, that the amounts were liable to be included in the estate of the deceased 
as property deemed to pass on death under section 10 of the Estate Dut}' Act, 1953. 

Srction 10 clearly means that if in respect of any property which is gifted, 
iona fide possession and enjoyment is not immediately assumed b}' the donee and 
thencefonvard retained by him to the entire exclusion of the donor or of any 
benefit to him therein the property gifted shall not be excluded from the estate 
■subject to estate duty. 

Held on facts : the conduct of the deceased clearly indicates that she had no 
intention to part with control over the property; the fixed deposit receipts were 
obtained in joint names, and the deceased had authority to withdraw the amount 
from the bank, without consulting the guardian of her grandson. The fixed 
deposit receipts were renewed on several occasions even after the execution of the 
deed of gift in the joint names of the deceased and her grandson. The deceased 
alone presented the fixed deposit receipts for renewal. She could under the terms 
of the receipts receive the moneys to the entire exclusion of her grandson. In the 
ciicumstances, it cannot be held that bona fide possession and enjoyment of the 
property gifted was immediately assumed by the grandson and thenceforward 
retained by him to the entire exclusion of the deceased. The right retained by 
the deceased to have the receipts made out in her name jointly with her grandson 
and the power to recover the amount from the bank without the concurrence of 
her grandson clearly indicate that she was not excluded, but she had retained 
important benefits in herself in the fixed deposit receipts. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order dated the 11th April, 1966. of the 

Rajasthan High Court in D. B. Civil Reference (Estate Duty' Act) 16 of 1963.* 


* (C. A No. 438 of 1967). 

•(1966)2 I.T.J, 307: (1967) 65I.TJI. 84. 


3Ist July, 1969. 
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M. C. Chagla, Senior Advocate {D. B. Sharma and M. D. Bhargava, Advocates, 
witii him), for Appellant. 

Jagdish Swamp, Solicitor-General of India {T. A. Ramachandran, R. N. 
Sachthey and B. D. Sharma, Advocates, with him), for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, Acting C. J. — ^Purnabai widow of Sagarmal Mody held on 1st April, 1953, 
three deposit receipts of the aggregate face value of Rs. 6,26,724-14-0 with the State 
Bank of Bikaner. By her letter dated 22nd July, 1953, Pumabai informed the bank 
that she intended to make a gift of the amounts of two out of the three receipts to 
Suryakant, son of her adopted son Salyanarayana, and requested that the receipts 
be renewed for thiee months in the joint names of 

“ Pumabai Sagarmal Mody and/or Surya Kant S. Mody — payable to either or survivor.” 

and that the renewed fixed deposit receipts be sent to Satyanarayana at Bombay. 
Pursuant to this letter two fresh receipts were issued on 3rd August, 1953 for 
Rs. 5,00,000 and Rs. 45,793-4-0 . It appears that a receipt for Rs. 80,931-10-0 was 
previously obtained in the joint names of Pumabai and Suryakant on 4th July, 1953. 

On 16th August, 1953. Pumabai executed a deed of gift in favour of Surya- 
kant in respect of the three receipts containing the following recitals : 

“Out of natural love and affection I have towards the said Suryakant son of Satyanarayana I 
hand over to the said Satyanarayana as the father and natural guardian of the said Suryakant 
Fixed Deposit Receipts total for Rs. 6,26,724-14-0 * * * F. D. R No. 

222/8293. dated 3rd August, 1953 for Rs. 45,793-4-0 F.D. R. No. 221/8292, dated 3rd August, 
1953 for Rs. 5,03,000 of the Bank of Bikaner Ltd., Jaipur and F. D. R. No. 11446, dated 4lh 
July, 1953 for Rs. 80,931-10-0 of Bank of Bikaner Ltd., Jhunjhunu in the name of Pumabai 
Sagarmal and Suryakant Satyanarayana Mody payable to either or survivor as and by way of gift 
to the said Suryakant on the I5th of August, 1953 and that the said Satyanarayana for and on 
behalf of and as the natural guardian of the said Suryakant accepted the said gift of 
Rs. 6,26,724-14-0 » • * ♦ gifted by me as aforesaid.”. 

The gift deed contained a confirmation by Satyanarayana that he had accepted 
the gift for and bn behalf of and as natural guardian of Suryakant, “ to the intent 
and eficct that the said Sutyakant shall be the absolute owner of the sum gifted.” 

On 17th August, 1953, Pumabai addressed a letter to the manager of the bank 
enclosing a copy of the declaration of gift and intimated that her grandson 
Suryakant was the sole owner of the amount of the two fixed deposit receipts and 
till Suryakant S. Mody attained the age of majority the receipts should remain in 
the joint names as they then stood. 

From time to time, Pumabai presented the receipts for renewal when they 
matured and obtained fresh receipts in the joint names of herself and Suryakant. 
On 25th August, 1955 the receipt for Rs. 80,931-10-0 was encashed and out of the 
amount of Rs. 86,732 realized, Rs. 5,000 were invested in the name of Suryakant 
in National Savings Certificates. The balance was also deposited alone with a 
firm in Bombay also in the name of Suryakant alone. The other two receipts were 
renewed in the joint names of Pumabai and Suryakant. 

After the death of Pumabai on 15th February, 1956, the two receipts were en- 
cashed by Suryakant. The Assistant Controller of Estate duty in proceedings for 
assessment of estate duty held inter alia that possession and enjoyment of the gifted 
property was not assumed by the donee to the entire exclusion of the donor, and on 
that account the amount of the two receipts and interest thereon formed part of 
the estate of Pumabai and w'as h'abic to estate duty. Regarding the third receipt 
for Rs. 80,931-10-0 the Assistant Controller observed that even though the earlier 
receipt was discharged on 25th August, 1955 i.e. within two years of the death of 
Pumabai and the amount was invested in the name of Suryakant, by virtue of the 
Estate Duty Act the amount held in the name of Suryakant alone, was for assess- 
ment of estate duty liable to be included in the estate of Pumabai. 

In appeal the Central Board of Revenue confirmed the order. The Board held 
that at all material times during the currency of the fixed deposit Pumabai had the 
s c J-— 27 
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right to receive the money from the bank by giving discharge for the same and that 
whenever the fixed deposit receipts matured during the lifetime of Purnabai, the 
receipts were, in fact, discharged by her alone and in the circumstances it could not 
be said that the property was held by the donee to the entire exclusion of the donor. 

The Board of Revenue referred the following question to the High Court of 
Rajasthan for opinion : 

“ Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case the sum of Rs. 6,85,193 was correctly 
included in the estate of the deceased as property deemed to pass on her death under section 10 oi 
the Estate Duty Act, 1953?" 

The High Court of Rajasthan answered the question in the affirmative. With 
certificate granted by the High Court this appeal has been preferred. 

The deposit receipts were renewed from time to time after 16th August, 1953, 
in the joint names of Purnabai and Suryakant. Till 25th August, 1955, under their 
terms the receipts could be encashed by either or the survivor. Even after Purnabai 
made a gift of the amount represented by the three receipts, she continued to obtain 
the receipts in the joint names, presumably with the object of not parting with con- 
trol over those receipts. 

Counsel for the appellant however contended that the fixed deposit receipts 
were held by Purnabai in her name as benamidar for Suiyakant, Counsel placed 
strong reliance upon the letters dated 22nd July, 1953, 17th August, 1953 and the 
terms of the deed of gift dated 16th August, 1953. By the letter dated 22nd July, 
1953 the manager of the bank was informed that in respect of two out of the three 
receipts Purnabai intended to make a gift and the manager was requested that the 
receipts be made in the joint names of Purnabai and Suryakant. It v/as expressly 
recited in the letter : 

“ I intend to gift the entire amount of the receipts to my grandson Mr. Surj'akant S. Mody hence 
you are requested to prepare the receipts in joint names as under : 

Purnabai Sagarmall Mody and/or Suryakant S Mody payable to either or survivor.” 

The deed of gift also recites that Purnabai had made a gift of the amount of 
Rs. 6,26,724-14-0 represented by the previous receipts in favour of Suryakant, and 
that the gift was acc^ted by Satj'anarayana on behalf ofSuiyakant. The letter 
17th August, 1953, reeites that a copy of the deed of declaration of gift was sent to 
the bank for record and information and proceeds to state : 

" Further I would like to state that now Suryakant S. Mody is the sole oi^Tier of the above fixed 
deposit receipts in question till Suryakant S. Mody attains majority the receipts should remain 
in joint names as it stands now.” ’ 

It is clear that Purnabai desired to make a gift of the ammmt represented by 
the previous deposit receipts and did in fact execute a deed of gift. The bank had 
notice of the gift deed. Counsel for the appellant contends that. Purnabai did every- 
thing possible to divert herself of her interest in the money held by her, in deposit 
with the bank, and retained no interest therein and that in obtaining renewal of the 
receipts in the joint names of herself and of Suryakant, she was merely a benamidar 
and in any event was acting on behalf of Surayakant. Counsel further contends that 
the bank having notice of the gift could not have parted xvith the money except only 
for the benefit of the minor and by obtaining renewal of the receipt in favour of the 
minor Suryakant and Purnabai, the latter retained no possession or enjoyment of 
the money represented by the receipts. Counsel invited our attention to a decision of 
the Madras High Court in Imperial Bank of India, Madras v. S. KrisJmamurthi and 
another^ in xvhich Beasely, C. J. speaking for the Court obson'ed that xvhen a 
bank having notice that the administrators of the estate of the depositor intended to 
commit a breach of trust by seeking to invest monies contrary to express directions 
of the will paid out the money, the bank was liable to make good to the beneficiary 
the money deposited by the testator. In that case one Naidu had deposited a sum 
of money with the Imperial Bank of India in fixed deposit. Naidu died having 
bequeathed by his will the amount deposited to his son Krishnamurthi who was 


I. (1933) 65 M.L.J.47J : A.I.R. 1933 Mad. 628. 
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then a minor. _ Naidu had appointed by his will two persons to be guardians of 
Krishnamurthi with authority to receive the amount in feed deposit with the 
Imperial Bank and to apply the same for the maintenance and education of 
Krishnamurthi. The guardians obtained from the High Court of Madras grant of 
letters of administration with copy of the will annexed. After the death of one of 
the guardians the surviving guardian withdrew the money from the bank on the pre- 
text that he wanted to invest it on more advantageous terms in house property or 
some other form of investment and misappropriated it. On attaim’ng the age of 
majority Krishnamurthi sued the bank. It was held by the High Court that the 
ba^ knowing of the trust created by the will had parted with and dehvered the 
amount deposited to the administator who intended to co mmi t a breach of the trust. 
The learned Chief Jusice quoted a passage from Hart’s Laws of Banking (End. 3) 
at page 159 that “ A banker who receives into his possession moneys of which his 
customer to his knowledge became the owner in a fiduciary character, contiacts the 
duty and to part with them at the mandate of his customer for purposes w’hich are 
inconsistent with the customer’s fiduciary character and duty,” and upheld the 
claim of Krishnamurthi. 

It is unnecessarj' to consider whether in the present case the investment was 
made by renewal of feed deposit receipts after 16th August, 1953, for a purpose which 
the baife knew was inconsistent with Pumabai’s fiduciary character and duty. We 
are not concerned in this case to decide whether the bank could have refused to pay 
the amount of the renewed deposit receipts if demanded by Pumabai. Whether the 
amount of deposit receipts w’as h'able to estate duty must be detenm’ncd on the true 
effect of section 10 of tfe Estate Duty Act 34 of 1953. Section 10 of that Act pro- 
vides : 

“ Property tatcen under any gift, whenever made, shall be deemed to pass on the donor’s death 
to the e-xtent that bona fids possession and enjoyment of it was not immediately assumed by the 
donee and thenceforward retained to the entire exclusion of the donor or of any benefit to him by 
contract or otherwise : 

Provided that the property shall not be deemed to pass by reason only that it was not, as from 
the date of the gift, exclusively retained as aforesaid, if by means of the surrender of the reserved 
benefit or otherwise, i t is subsequently enjoyed to the entire exclusion of the donor or of any benefit 
to him for at least tsvo years before the death. Provided ” 

The phraseology of the section is somewhat involved. The purport of the sec- 
tion is however, clear. The section clearly means that if in respect of any properly 
which is gifted, bona fide possession and enjojment is not immediately assumed by 
the donee and thenceforward retained by him to the entire exclusion of the donor or 
of any benefit to him therein the property gifted shall not be excluded from the estate 
subject to estate duty. 

The question which must be determined therefore is w'hether in the present case 
the donee did under the deed of gift immediately assume bona fide possession and 
enjoyment of the feed deposit receipts gifted to him, and thencefons'ard retained the 
same to the entire exclusion of Purnabai or of any benefit arising to her by contract 
or otherwise. The conduct of Pumabai clearly indicates that she had no intention 
to part with control over the property ; the deposit receipts were obtained in joint 
names, and Purnbai had authority to withdraw the amount from the bank, without 
consulting the guardian of Suryakant. The deposit receipts were renewed on 
several occasions even after the execution of the deed of gift in the joint names of 
Pumabai and Suryakant. Pumabai alone presented the feed deposit receipts for 
renewal. She could under the terms of the receipts receive the moneys to the entire 
exclusion of Suty'akant. We are unable to hold, in the circumstances, that bona 
fide possession anc" enjoyment of the property gifted was immediately assumed by 
Sutyakant and thenceforward retained by him to the entire exclusion of Pumabai. 
The right retained by Pumabai to have the receipts made out in her name jointly 
with Sutyakant and the power to recover the amount from the bank without the con- 
currence of Suryakant clearly indicate that she was not excluded, but she had 
retained important benefits in herself in the feed deposit receipts. " ^ 

It is true that the third receipt was encashed during the life time of Purnabai and 
the amount was invested in the name of Suryakant alone. But the encashment and 
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reinvestment were within two years of the death of Purnabai and the amounts so 
reinvested were liable to be included in the estate of Purnabai. 

The argument that fixed deposit receipts had remained exclusively in the posses- 
sion of Satyanarayana as guardian of Suryakant and they were obtained by him 
from Purnabai for the purpose of renewal is not supported by any evidence . There 
is also no evidence that in obtaining the receipts in the joint names Purnabai acted 
as a guardian of Suryakant nor that she was a bemmidar of Suryakant, We are of 
the view that the High Court was right in answering the question against the 
appellant. 

The appeal fails and is dismissed with costs. 

T. K. K. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present: — J. C. Shah and G. K. Mitter, JJ. 

Income-tax Officer Special Investigation Circic-B, Meerut ... Appellant* 

V. 

M/s. Seth Brothers and Others etc. ... Respondents. 

Income-tax Act {XLIII of 1961), section 132 {as amended in 1965) — Search and 
seizure — Scope of powers — Warrant of authorisation — Whether should specify 
particidars of documents and books of account — Large number of doaiments 
seized — Some documents found not relevant — Whether vitiates search and 
seizure — Books of account and other documents in respect of other business 
carried on by partners of assessee-dmi — Whether' relevant — Whether can be 
seized — Failure to place identification marks on documents — Effect of— -Presence 
of police officers during search — Effect of. 

Constitution of India {1950), Article 226 — Writ Jurisdiction — Search and Seizure 
under Income-tax Act Scope of power of High Court. 

On 14th March, 1963, the Income-tax Officer, Meerut, issued a notice under 
section 148 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, intimating the respondents that there was 
reason to believe that their income chargeable to tax had escaped assessment and 
it was proposed to reassess this income for the assessment year 1954-55. In res- 
ponse to the notice a return was filed under protest. In the meantime informa- 
tion was received by the Income-tax Commissioner, U.P., that the respondents 
were maintaining “ duplicate records ” and were evading assessment of their true 
income and that it was necessary to seize the records which may be found in the 
premises in which the respondents carried on the business. The Commissioner 
issued an order authorising two Income-tax Officers to search the premises and 
seize books and documents w'hich would be relevant, or useful for purposes of 
reassessment proceedings. The Income-tax Officers conducted the search and 
seized a number of books and documents. The respondents filed a petition in the 
High Court to quash the pioceedings and the High Court held that the action of 
the Commissioner and the Income-tax Officers who purported to act in pursuance 
of the letters of authorisation was mala fide and quashed the proceedings. On 
appeal to the Supreme Court, 

Held, that the decision of the High Court cannot be accepted as correct. 

Since by the exercise of the power under section 132 of the Income-tax, Act, 1961 
a serious invasion is made upon the rights, privacy and freedom of the taxpayer, 
the power must be exercised strictly in accordance with the law and only for the 
purposes for which the law authorises it to be exercised. If the action of the 
officer issuing the authorization, or of the designated officer is challenged the 
officer conceped must satisfy the Court about the regularity of his action. If the 
action is maliciously taken or power under the scc'ion is exercised for a collateral 


* CAs. Nos. 700 to 703 of 1965. 
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purpose, it is liable to be struck down by the Court. If the conditions for exer- 
cise of the power are not satisfied the proceeding is hable to be quashed. But 
where power is exercised bona fide, and in futherance of the statutory duties of the 
tax officers any error of judgment on the part of the officer will not vitiate the 
exercise of the power. 

Where the Commissioner entertains the requisite belief and for reasons recorded 
by him authorises a designated officer to enter and search premises for books of 
account and documents relevant to or useful for any proceeding xmder the Act, 
the Court in a petition by an aggrieved person cannot be asked to substitute its own 
opinion whether an order authorising search should have been issued. Again, 
any irregularity in the course of entry, search and seizure committed by the officer 
acting in pursuance of the authorisation 'W'ill not be sufficient to \itiate the action 
taken, prowded the officer has in executing the authorisation acted bona fide. 

The Act and the Rules do not require that the warrant of authorisation should 
specify the particulars of documents and books of account : a general authorisa- 
tion to search for and seize documents and books of account relevant to or useful 
for any proceeding complies with the requirements of the Act and the Rules. 
It is for the officer making the search to exercise his judgment and seize or not to 
seize any documents or books of account. An error committed by the officer in 
seizing documents which may ultimately be found not to be useful for or relevant 
to the proceeding under the Act w’ill not be itself wtiate the search, nor m'll it entitle 
the aggrieved -person to an omnibus order releasing all documents seized. 

The aggrieved party may move a competent Court for an order releasing the 
documents seized. In such a proceeding the officer who has made the search will 
be called upon to prove how the documents seized are hkely to be useful for or 
relevant to a proceeding under the Act. If he is unable to do so, the Court may 
order that those documents be released. 

The circumstance that a large number of documents have been seized is not a 
ground for holding that all documents seized are irrelevant or the action of the 
officer is mala fide. 

Section 132 of the Income-tax Act does not require specific mention by descrip- 
tion of each particular documents which has to be discovered on search : it is for 
the officer who is conducting the search to decide whether a particular document 
found on search is relevant for the purpose or not. 

The mere fact that it may ultimately be found that some document seized was 
not directly relevant to any proceeding under the Act or that another officer with 
more information at his disposal may have come to a different conclusion wall not 
be a ground for setting aside the order and the proceeding for search and seizure. 

Tht books of account and other documents in respect of other business carried 
on by the partners of the firm of the assessees would certainly be relevant because 
they would tend to show inter-relation between the dealing and supply materials 
having a bearing on the case of evasion of income-tax by the firm. The fact that the 
Income-tax Officers made a search for and seized the books of account and 
documents in relation to business carried on in the names of other firms and 
companies will not make the search and seizure illegal. 

In the absence of any thing to show that the documents were either replaced or 
tampered with, failure to place identification marks will not by itself supply a 
ground for holding that the search was mala fide. A delay of two months in 
issuing a notice calfing for explanation is also not a ground for holding that the 
action was taken for a collateral purpose. 

By the express terrm of the Act and the Rules the Income tax Officer may obtain 
the assistance of a police officer. By sub section (13) of section 132 the provisions 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898, relating to searches apply, so far as may 
be. to searches under section 132. Thereby it is only intended that the officer 
concerned shall issue the necessary warrant, keep present respectable persons of 
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the locality to witness the search, and generally cany out the search in the manner 
provided by the Code of Criminal Procedure. But sub-section f2) of section 132 
does not imply that the limitations prescribed by section 165 of the Code of Crimi- 
nal Procedure are also incorporated therein. 

In appropriate cases a writ-petition may he challenging the vahdity of the action 
on the ground of absence of power or on a plea that proceedings were taken 
maliciously or for a collateral purpose. But normally the High Court in such a 
case does not proceed to determine merely on afBdavits important issues of fact 
especially where serious allegations of improper conduct are made against public 
servants. 

Held on fa 'ts : — ^It cannot bo held on the evidence that in keeping pohee officers 
present at the time of the search in the house of influential businessmen to ensure 
the protection of the officers and the record, excessive force was used. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 27th March, 

1964, of the Allahabad High Court in Civil Misc. Writs Nos. 3302, 3380, 3381 and 
3382 of 1963.=»' 

Sukumar Miira, Senior Advocate (S. K. Aiyar, R. H. DItebar and B. D. Sharma 
Advocates, with him) for Appellant (In all the Appeals). 

M.C. Chagla and S. C. Manchanda, Senior Advocates {P. N. Fachauri, F. N. 
Hilda and D. N. Mukherjee, Advocates, with them) for Respondent No. 1 (In C.A. 
No. 700 of 1965). 

S. C. Manchanda, Senior Advocate (P. N. Fachauri, P. N. Hilda and 
H. N. Mukherjee, Advocates, with him) for Respondent No. 1 (In C.A. No. 701 of 

1965. ) 

S.C. Manchanda (P. N. Fachauri, S. M. Jain and B. P. MaJieshwari, Advo- 
cates, with him) for Respondent No. 1 (In C. As. Nos. 702 and 703 of 1965). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, J. — Mis. Seth Brothers run a flour mill in the name and style of “ Imperial 
Flour Mills.” From 1st April, 1953 to March, 1956 the business was canied on 
by M/s. Seth Brothers, of which the partners weicBaikunth Nath and Vishwa Nath. 
Between March 1956 and 31st March, 1957 the business \^as carried on by Baikunth 
Nath. Vishwa Nath, Dr. Manmohan Nath- Mrs. Rama Rahi and Mrs. Surhila Devi. 
On 7th April. 1957 Mrs. Prem Inta was admitt> d as a partner. The partners were 
engaged in cari5dng on other businesses in the names of Seth Brothers (Private) 
Ltd., Nath Brothers (Private) Ltd., and Meerut Cold Storage and General Mills. 

The owners of the bi’siness were, year after year, assessed to" income-tax in 
respect of the income arising in the course of tnc business. On 14th March- 1963 
the Income-tax Officer, Meerut, issued a notice under section 148 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961, intimating M/s. Seth Brothers that there was reason to believe that their 
income chargeable to tax h.-d escaped assessment and it was proposed to re-assess 
this income for the assessment year 1954-55. In response to the notice Baikninth 
Nath and Vishwa Nath filed a return under protest. In the meantime information 
was received by the Income-tax Commissioner, U.P., that M/s. Seth Brothers were 
maintaining “ duplicate records” and were evading assessment of their true income 
and that it was necessary to seize the records which may be found at “Shanti Niketan”, 
Meerut in which M/s. Seth Brothers carried on the business of Imperial Flour Mill 
and other businesses. Tlie Commissioner of Income-tax, U.P., on 29th Maj% 1963 
drew up a memorandum that on a report of the Income-tax Officer, D-Ward, Meerut, 
requesting for authorisation under section 132 of the Income-tax Act. 1961, to enter 
and search the preniises of M/s Seth Brothers, he was satified about the need for the 
issue of the authorisation. The Commissioner also issued an order in Form 45 
prescribed under Rule 112 of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, authorising tno Incomedax 
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Officers— R. R. Agarwal and R. Kapoor — to enter the premises known as “Shanti 
Niketan ”, at Meerut and to search for and seize such books and documents as may 
be considered relev'ant or useful for the purpose of the proceeding of reassessment, 
and to place identification marks thereon and to convey them to the Income-tax 
Office. 

On the 7 and 8 of June, 1963 the premises described in the order were searched 
and account books and certain documents found therein were seized and were carried 
to the Income-tax Office. M/s. Seth Brothers then moved a petition in the High Court 
of AUahabad for an order quashing the proceedings of the Income-tax Authorities. 
Petitions were also filed by Nath Brothers (Private) Ltd., Seth Brothers (Private) 
Ltd., and Seth Brothers, Meerut, for the same relief. By these petitions they claimed 
writs of certiorari quashing the letters authorising search of the premises at Shanti 
Niketan, and w'rits of mandamus directing the Income-tax Officer to return all the 
books, papers and articles seized during the search and for writs of prohibition res- 
training the Income-tax Department from using any information gathered as a result 
of the search. It was submitted by the petitioners that K. L. Ananda, Income-tax 
Officer, and Satya Prakash an “ex-employee” of M/s. Seth Brothers had given false 
information to the Deputy Director of Inspection with a view to blackmail the part- 
ners of M/s. Seth Brothers, and that the order of search was made by the Commis- 
sioner of Income-tax at the direction of the Deputy Directors of Inspection, that the 
action of the Income-tax Officer in searching the premises and in seizing the books 
of account was malicious and that in any event section ^ 32 of the Income-tax Act 
1961, and the rules framed thereunder, were wolative of the fundamental freedoms, 
guaranteed by Arts. 14, 19 (1) (/} and (g) and 31 of the Constitution. 

Affidawts were filed on behalf of M/s. Seth Brothers. It was affirmed that 
“ the so-called duplicate records” seized by the Income-tax Officer were copies of the 
books of account and that action had been taken by the Commissioner of Income-tax, 
not on his own initiative but at the behest of the Directorate of Inspection. In reply 
to the contentions raised by the assessees several affidavits sworn by Officers of the 
Income-tax Department were filed. The Comnu'ssioner of Income-tax stated in 
his affidavit that before issuing letters of authorisation and the warrant of search he 
was satisfied that it was necessary to take action under section 132 of the Indian 
Income-tax Act, 1961, and that the letters of authorisation were not issued at the 
direction of the Diiectorate of Inspection. The Income-tax Officers stated that in 
consequence of the search a large number of “ duplicate account books and records” 
maintained by M/s. Seth Brothers were recovered that the search was carried out 
according to law and in the presence of two of the partners of the firm and their 
advocates, that all the documents seized were relevant for the purpose of reassessment, 
that there was close connection between the different business activities of the partners 
of M/s. Seth Brothers and that all the documents which were seized were in relation 
to those activities. The Deputy Director of Inspection in his affidavit stated that he 
did not give any direction to the Commissioner to issue authorisation for search 
and seizure. 

The High Court of Allahabad held on a consideration of the averments made 
in the affidavits filed on behalf of M/s. Seth Brothers and the Revenue that “there was 
reason to believe ” that instructions were issued by the Directorate of Inspection for a 
general raid and seizure of all account books and papers which may be found at the 
premises of the firm ; that some out of the documents seized by the Income-tax 
Officers were irrelevant for the purpose of any proceeding under the Act ; that besides 
the documents belonging to M/s. Seth Brothers the Income-tax Officers seized docu- 
ments relating to the transactions of the allied concerns ; that marks of identification 
were not placed on certain documents .at the time they were seized ; that the docu- 
ments seized were detained by the Income-tax Officer for more than two months ; 
and that the police force employed during the rai^ was excessive. The High Court 
concluded 

“his true that there was no ill-will between the * , * ‘'(partners 

of Seth Brothers) on one side and respondertt Nos l,3and 4 (Contntissionrsof Incontc*tax, U P* 
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and Punjab and Income-tax OfScer, Special Investigation Circle-A, Meerut) on the other sice- But 
the extent of theseirure was far beyond the limits of section 132oftheAct. Theactionwas mala 
fids in the sense that, there s\’as abuse of power conferred on Income-tax Officers by section 132 of 
the Act. The act being mala fida, the proceedings should be quashed by this Court by issuing a 
v,Tit of mandamus” 

The Income-tax Officers, S. L Circle, has appealed to this Court vdth Special 
Leave. 

Section 132 as originall)' enacted bj’ Act 43 of 1961 was substituted bj’ a modified 
provision by the Finance Act of 1964 which in its turn was replaced by section 1 of 
the Income-tax (Amendment) AcL 1965. By section 8 of that Act it was prowded 

infer alia, that any search of a building or place b)' an Income-tax Officer 

purported to have been made in pursuance of sub-section (I) of section 132 of the 
principal Act shall be deemed to have been made in accordance with the proxisiom 
of that sub-section as amended by the Act of 1965 as if those prowsiom were in 

force on the day the search was made The relevant part of section 132 as 

substituted by the Income-tax (Amendment) Act, 1965 may, therefore, be set out : 

“132. Search and seizure.— Where the Director of Inspection or the Commissicner, in 
consequence of information in his possession, has reason to believe that — . 

(a) any person to whom a summons under sub-section (1 ) of section 37 of the Indian Inccme- 
tax Act, 1922 fXt of 1922). or under sub-section (I) of section I3J of this Act, or a notice under sub- 
section (4) of section 22 of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922. or under sub-section (I) of section 142 
ofthis Act wasissued to produce, or cause to be produced, any bcchs of account or other docu- 
ments has omitted or failed to produce, or cause to be produced, such bcolcs of account or other docu- 
ments as required by such summons or notice, or 

(b) any person to whom a summons or notice as aforesaid has been or might be issued wil 
not, or would not, produce or cause to be produced, any boohs of account or other documents which 
willbsusefulfor, or relevant to, any proceeding under the Indian Inccme-lax Act, 1922 pH of 
1922), or under this Act, or 

(c) any person is in possession of any money, bullion, jewellery or other s’aluable article or 
thing and such money, bullion, jewellery' a or other valuablearticle or thing represents either wholly 
or partly i ncome or property which has not been disclosed for the purposes of the Indian Inccrr.e-lax 
Act, 1922 {Xt of 1922), or this Act (hereinafter in this section referred to as the undisclcsed inceme 
or property*), 

he may authorise any Deputy Director of Inspection, Inspecting Assistant Commissioner, Assistant 
D'rector of Inspection or Income-tax Officer (hereinafter referred to as the authorised 
officer) to — 

(1) enter and search any building or place where he has reason , to suspect that such bcoh 
of account, other documents, money, bullion, jewelery or other saluable article or thirg are kept ; 

_ (ii) break open the lock of any door, box. locker, safe, almirah or other receptacle for 
exercising the powers conferreJ by clause (i) where the keys thereof are not assailable ; 

''iii) seize any sueh books of account, other documents, money, bullion, jewellery or other 
valuable article or thing found as a result of such search ; 

(iv) place marks of identification on any books of account or other documents, or make cr 
cause to be made extracts or copies therefrom : 

(v) make a note or an inventory of any such money, bullion, jewellery or other s'aluable article 
or thing. 

(2) The authorised offiiter may requisition (he services of any police officer cr of any officer 
of the Central Government or of both, to assist him for all or any of the purposes specified in sub- 
section (1) and it shall be the duty of every such officer to comply with such requisition. 

(3) The authorised offi^r may, where it is not practicable to seize any such books of account, 
other document, money, buIUon, jewellery or other valuable article or thing, serve an erder cn 
■the owner or the pereon who is in immediate possession or control thereof thm he shall net remove, 

'vith or otherwise deal with it except with the previous permission of such officer and such 
officer may take such steps as may be necessary for ensuring compliance with this sub-section. 

* * . * • 

, The booksof account orotherdocumenfsseized undersub-scction (l)shallnot berctained 

ty (he authorised officer for a period exceeding one hundred and eighty days from the date of the 
reasons for retaining the same are recorded by him in TSTiting and the approral 
ol the Commissioner for such retention is obtainedr 

Provided • “ - 
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(13) The provisions of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1858 (V of 1898), relating to searches 
and seisure shall apply, so far as may be, to searches and seizure under sub-secticn (I).” 

The Central Board of Direct Taxes has, in exercise of the power conferred by 
section 295 (1) of the Act, framed, rule 112 prescribing the procedure to be followed 
by the Commissioner and the authorised officers. 

The Commissioner or the Director of Inspection may after recording reasons 
order a search of premises, if he has reason to believe that one or more of the condi- 
tions in section 132 (1) exist. The order is in the form of an authorization in favour 
of a subordinate departmental officer authorising him to enter and search any building 
or place specified in the order, and to exercise the powers and perform the functions 
mentioned in section 132 (1). The officer so authorised may enter any building or 
place and make a search where he has reason to believe that any books of account or 
other documents which in his opinion will be useful for, or relevant to, any proceeding 
under the Act, may be found. The officer making a search may seize any books 
of account or other documents and place marks of identification on any such books 
of account or other documents, make or cause to be made extracts or copies therefrom 
and may make an inventory of any articles or things found in the course of any search 
which in his opinion will be useful for, or relevant to any proceeding under the Act 
and remove them to the Income-tax Office or prohibit the person in possession 
from removing them. He may also examine on oath any person in possession of or 
control of any books of account or documents or assets. 

The section does not confer any arbitrary authority upon the Revenue Officers. 
The Commissioner or the Director of Inspection must have, in consequence of in- 
formation, reason to believe that the statutory conditions for the exercise of the power 
to order search exist. He must record reasons for the belief and he must issue an 
authorization in favour of a designated officer to search the premises and exercise 
the power set out therein. The condition for entry into and making search of any 
building or place is the reason to believe that any books of account or other docu- 
ments which will bo useful for, or relevant to, any proceeding under the Act may be 
found. If the officer has reason to beUeve that any book< of account or other docu- 
ments would be useful for, or relevant to, any proceedings under the Act he is 
authorised by law to seize those books of account or other documents and to place 
marks of identification therein, to make extracts or copies therefrom and also to 
make a note or an inventory of any articles or other tilings found in the course of 
the search. Since by the exercise of the power a serious invasion is made upon the 
rights, privacy and freedom of the taxpayer, the powei must be exercised strictly 
in accordance with the law and only for the purposes for which the law authorizes 
it to be exercised. If the action of the officer issuing the authorization, or of the 
designated officer is challenged the officer concerned must satisfy the Court about 
the regularity of his action. If the action is maliciously taken or power under the 
section is exeicised foi a collateral purpose, it is liable to bestruck down by the Court. 

If the conditions for exercise of the power are not satisfied the proceeding is fiable to 
be qua.'hed. But where power is exercised I>om fide and in furthcreance of the sta- 
tutory duties of the tax officers any error of judgment on the part of the officers 
will not vitiate the exercise of the power. Where the Commissioner entertains the 
requisite belief and for reasons recorded by him authoritises a designated officer 
to enter and search premises for books of account and documents relevant to or 
useful for any proceeding under the Act, the Court in a petition by an aggrieved 
person cannot be asked to substitute its own opinion whether an order authorising 
search should have been issued. Again, any irregularity in the course of entry, search 
and seizure committed by the officer acting m pursuance of the authorisation will 
not be sufficient to vitiate the action taken, provided the officer has in executing 
the authorisation acted bona fide. 

The Act and the Rules do not require that the warrant of authorisation should 
specify the particulars of documents and books of account: A general authorisation 
to search for and seize documents and books of account relevant to or useful for any 
proceeding complies with the requirements of the Act and the Rules. It is for the 
s c J— 28 
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officer making the search to exercise his judgment and seize or not to . 

ments or books of account. An error committed by the officer m seizing do 
which may ultimately be found not to be useful for or relevant to the 
the Act will not by itself vitiate the search, nor will it entitle the aggrie\cd p 
an omnibus order releasing all documents seized. 

The aggrieved party may undoubtedly move a competent Court 
rotebg the dooumonis soizk In such a procesding 
the search will be called upon to prove how the documents seized are I k y 
for or relevant to a proceeding under the Act. If he is unable to do 
may order that those documents be released. But the ,, j -mnents 

number of documents have been seized is not a ground for of 

seized are irrelevant or the action of the officer is mala fide. By the p 
the Act and the Pules the Income-tax Officer may obtain criminal 

officer. By sub-section (13) of section 132 the provisions of ^ode f c 
Procedure, 1898, relating to searches apply, so for as may neces- 

tion 132. Thereby it is only intended that the officer concerned shaln c;earch, 
sary warrant, keep present respectable persons of the locality Criminal 

and generally cany out the search m the manner provided ^ , limitations 

Procedure. But sub-section (2) of section 132 does not incorporated 

prescribed by section 165 of the Code of Criminal Procedme are 
therein. , 

In Income-tax Officer, A-Ward, Agra, and others v. Firm 
and another^, it was observed that the issue of a search warrant by th -.jned to 
is not a judicial oi a quasi-judicial act and even if the Commissioner i 
issue a warrant only when in fact there is information in his .P™*®® - subject 
quence of which he may form the necdssary belief, the matter is “o” • ^ specific 

to scrutiny by the Court. Section 132 of the Income-tax Act does n jlgovered on 
mention by description of each particular document which has to , -^rti- 
search; it is for the officer who is conducting the search to decide 
cular document found on search is relevant for the purpose on not. The 

of the law, in our judgment, accurately states the true of effect directly 

mere fact tha.t it may ultimately be found that some document seizca informa- 

relevant to any proceeding under the Act or that another officer mound for 

tion at his disposal may have come to a different conclusion will not ^ b 
setting aside the order and the proceeding for search and seizure. 

• J.1 * » rtf Mil’ll Court, 

The authorisation issued b3"tlie Commissioner was, in the view oi t^jg^ixiind to 
open to challenge on the ground that the Commissioner did not ^PP^ jq issue 
the existence of circumstances which justified the exercise of .P^ rgmises was 
authorisation. The action of the Income-tax Officers who scarcMd P gj^yant to 
quashed on the ground that they seized some documents which jbat the 

the process of re-assessment. In our judgment, in reaching their Court 

the Commissioner acted at the behest of the Director of Inspection, ofylls.Soih 
ignored important evidence on the record. It was averred in the peti i 
Brothers that ; — . Kanc'a 

(,56) “Itappsars that theD;puty Director oflnspectionattheinstigationofShn^^^ ^ 

and Sri Satya Prakash, without making any enquiries or having . !, 

search and seizure of ail the account books and papers, which could be loun come-Ui-'’ 

(57) “ That, according to such directions of the Directorate, the J^miui^ioncr o^ favour of 
U P Lucknow, was made to issue authorisations under section 132 ot we rjvil Lines, Mccrui, 
opposite Parties Nos 3 and 4 to search out the premises of ‘ therclront 

and to seize the account books, documents and papers, which could be rcco 

• • * * , * filed 

The High Court observed that even though a number petition was 

by the Income-tax Authorities, no reference to paragraph 56 of the "'^'^.t'j“onie-iaX 
made and the “ only affidavit filed by Shri A. L. Jha, Commissioner m 


1. (1968)70 LT.R- 293- 
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ws vague in the extreme”. The allegation in paragraphs 56 and 57 

made on definite allegation that the Commissioner ^^^^’^f^tfon^eached in 

of the Deputy Director of Inspection and not 

SaTh'^SS tfaMS”?XntT of paragraph Severe .true on intomatm revived 

Officer authorised to conduct the search) JlLoSax U P Lucknow, 

authorisation was issued to him by the Commiss submitted by the deponent, 

after the Commissioner had been satisfied on the report submitted by me p 

The Commissioner of the ^Dep^^ Director of 

letters of authorisation were issued ‘ . jje also stated that in respect 

Inspection or anybody connected with D . ‘ brought to him by the 

of the case of M/s. Seth Brothers some reoort made to him by Mr. R. R. 

Directorate and that information corrobar . , . P u ^j^ose materials he was 

Agarwal and that after taking into co ^ Brothers “ w'as called for ” and 

saW that a search of the premises of M/s Seth Brothers 

that he issued the impugned letters of authorisation. 

Mr. R.V. 3^aswamy 

paragraph 6 of his affidavit denied that the raid o. scarcn oi m p 

Seth Brothers was ordered by him. rircle who 

The affidavit of R. Kapur, Income-tax Offi^r^JpecmUn^^ 

was authorised by the information was received by Mr. R. R- 

relevant. Mr. Kapur averred ^ f ig^ g^th Brothers and its partners 

Agarwai from which it appeared that ^rv of accounts ” and by suppressing 

were “ evading tax by maintaining . that Mr. R. R- Agarwal made 

relevant documents and papers from the ^ ’ j^ters of authorisation in order 

written request to the Commissioner of, thereof on 29th 

to carry out the search of the letters, two 

May, 1963 the Commissioner f ^1^"° tn favom of the deponent authorising them 
in favour of Mr. R. R. Agarwal and one authorisation letters, 

to carry out the search in accordance with the terms oi mo 

In this state of the record we are fgfon^r tLe dircc- 

Ictters of authorisation were issued by ^he Comm er « . ^ Court was 

tion of the Director of Inspection tigat.on) The attem 

presumably not invited to the relevant paragraphs ot the amoa 

It is true that a large number of on the question wffiether 

M/s. Seth Brothers bufthat has by/^self no dir^ct^-u in^iaking a search 

the Income-tax Officer acted mala fide. If the Income t documents useful for, or 
had reason to believe that any boc^ fnund he may make a search for 

relevant to, any proceeding under the Act may be maps of the 

and seize those books of account and othe^X^rrurierffi^^w^^^^ by 

onlv be those which directly related to the business carried on in the name ot M/s. 

Seth Brothers has, in our judgment, no J® SThe'fiiS'^of the 

documents in respect of other business egrned on by the partn v of h 
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assessees would certainly be relevant because they would tend to show interrelation 
between the dealings and supply materials having a bearing on the case of 
evasion of income-tax by the firm. We are unable to hold that because the Income- 
tax Officer made a search for and seized the books of account and documents in 
relation to business carried on in the names of other firms and companies, the 
search and seizure were illegal. 

It is also said that marks of identification were not placed on several documents. 
Assuming that this allegation is true, in the absence of anything to show that the 
documents were either replaced or tampered with, that irregularity will not by itself 
supply a ground for holding that the search was mala fide. A delay of two months 
in issuing a notice calling for explanation is also not a ground for holding that the 
action was taken for a collateral purpose. 

It is not disputed that assistance of the police may be obtained in the course of 
a search. The High Court has, however, found that the police force employed was 
excessive. But we arc unable to hold that on the evidence, in keeping police officers 
present at the time of the search in the house of influential businessmen to ensure 
the protection of the officers and the record, excessive force was used. 

We accordingly see no good grounds to accept the finding recorded by the High 
Court that the manner in which the search and seizure were conducted “ left no room 
for doubt that the Income-tax Officer did not appl}' his mind and formed no opinion 
regarding the relevancy or usefulness of the account books and documents for any 
proceedings under the Income-tax Act”. The High Court accepted that the correctness 
of the opinion actually formed by the Income-tax Officer was not open to 
scrutiny in a writ petition, but in their view no opinion was in fact formed by the 
Officer and the search and seizure of documents, and books of account must on that 
account be held as made in excess of the powers conferred upon the Income-tax Officer 
and mala fide. For these observations we find no warrant . The Income-tax Officers 
concerned have sworn by their affidavits that they did in fact form the requisite 
opinion under section 132 of the Act and the other evidence and the circumstances 
do not justify us in discarding that assertion. 

These proceedings were brought before the High Court by way of a writ petition 
under Article 226 of the Constitution before any investigation was made by the 
Income-tax Officer pursuance to the action taken by them. In appropriate cases a 
writ petition may lie challenging the validity of the action on the ground of absence 
of power or on a plea that proceedings were taken maliciously or for a collateral pur- 
pose. But normally the High Court in such a case does not proceed to determine 
merely on affidavit important issues of fact especially where serious allegations of 
improper conduct are made against public servants. The Income-tax Officers who con- 
ducted the search asserted that they acted in good faith in discharge of official duties 
and not for any collateral purpose. The Commissioner of Income-tax also denied 
that he acted at the direction of the Deputy Director of Inspection and that case was 
supported by the Deputy Director of Inspection. If the learned Judges of the High 
Court were of the view that the question was one in respect of which an investigation 
should be made in a petition for the issue of a writ, they' should have directed 
evidence to be taken v/va voce. The High Court could not, on the assertions by the 
partners of the firm which were denied by the Income-tax Officer, infer that the 
premises of M/s. Seth Brothers were searched and documents ■were seized for a 
collateral purpose, merely from the fact that many documents were seized or that 
some of the documents seized marks of identification were not put or that the docu- 
ments belonging to the “ sister concerns ”of the “Imperial Flour Mills ” were seized. 

In our view the decision of the High Court that the action of the Commissioner 
of Income-tax, U.P. and the Income-tax Officers who purported to act in pursuance 
of the letters of authorisation was mo/n fide, cannot be accepted as correct. 

Counsel for M/s. Seth Brothers contended that opportunity may be given to 
the assessees to lead evidence viva voce to prove tliat the revenue officers acted for a 
collateral purpose. We do not entertain this request since w'e propose to remand the 
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case to the High Court to decide "questions which have not been decided. The 
applicants, if so adwsed, may move the High Court for leave to lead evidence. It is 
for the High Court to decide whether at this stage after nearly six years leave to 
examine witnesses should be granted. 

The order passed by the High Court is set aside and the proceeding is remanded 
to the High Court. The High Court will deal with and dispose of the proceeding 
according to law. We may observe that Counsel for the Income-tax Officer did not 
irn-ite us to decide the question of the vires of section 132 of the Income-tax Act on 
which the High Court has expressed no opinion. M/s. Seth Brothers and the other 
petitioners in the High Court w'ill pay the costs of these appeals in this Court. There 
will be one hearing fee. Costs in the High Comt will be costs in the petitions. 

T.K.K. Order set aside ; case remanded. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Ci^^l Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present:— J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. Ramaswami and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

Juggilal Kamlapat, Kanpur Appellant* 

V. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, U. P. ••• Respondent. 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922 ) — Adventure in the nature of trade — Shares — Purchase 

and sale by assessee — Dealer or investor — Mixed question of law and fact. 

The departmental authorities, the Tribunal in appeal and the High Court in 
reference held that the surplus realised by the assessee by the sale of certain shares 
was revenue income liable to tax under the Act. The department rejected the 
contentions put forward by the assessee that the purchase of certain shares of a 
company was with a view to secure its managing agency and had thereafter dis- 
tributed the shares to the various associates of the assessee, that in regard to other 
shares the assessee purchased the m w'hen a new issue of the shares w'as not taken 
over by the pubh'c and that the shares were sold on account of “ financial 
embarrassment” and not with the object of earning income. With Special Leave 
the assessee appealed. 

LTe/t/, that the surplus is assessable as revenue income. 

Whether a transaction is or is not an adventure in the nature of trade is a ques- 
tion of mixed law and fact ; in each case the legal effect of the facts found by the 
Tribunal on which the taxpayer could be treated as a dealer or an investor in 
shares, has to be determined. 

Held on fads', the transaction in relation to certain shares, since the inception ap- 
pears to be impressed with the character of a commercial transaction, entered into 
with a view to earn profit. Large block of shares was purchased at the ruhng rates 
with borrow'ed money, and soon thereafter the shares were disposed of at a profit 
in small lots. Some of the shares were sold through brokers to strangers. The story 
of the assessee that some or all the shares were merely distributed to its associates 
is not proved. The interest which the firm had to pay for the amount borrowed 
for purchasing the shares were debited in the revenue account and w'as not 
claimed as a revenue allowance. In regard to certain other shares it was claimed 
that the shares were taken over because the public did not accept those shares. 
It w’as one of the objects of the assessee to finance its allied concerns and in taking* 
over shares which the public did not subscribe the assessee was acting in the course 
of its business. The assessee commenced sclfing the shares soon ^cer they were 
purchased. Tlte story that the shares had to be sold on account of financial 
embarrassment is plainly belied by the circumstances that the assessee went on 


*C.A No 1953 of 1968. 


3 1 St July, 1969. 


TfiE SOTREKIE COtJftT JOURNAL. 


I'll 


[1970 


purchasing and the selling the same shares. The transactions were all stamped 
with the character of commercial transactions entered into with a profit motive 
and were not transactions in the nature of capital investment. 

Appeal by Special Lca.vc from the Judgment and Order dated the 17th Septem- 
ber, 1962 of the Allahabad High Court in Misc. IT. Appheation No. 167 of 1955.* 

A. K. Sen, Senior Advocate (G. L. Sanghi, Advocate, and B. R. Aganval, Advo- 
cate of Mjs. Gagrat & Co., with him), for Appellant. 

Jagdisb Swamp, Solicitor-General of India {S. K. Iyer, R. N. Sachthey and B. D. 
Sharma, Advocates, with him), for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, Ag. C. J . — ^In proceedings for assessment to income-tax for the year 1946- 
47, the appellant-firm was assessed to tax in respect of an amount of Rs. 3,99,587 
received by it as profit on sale of shares. The plea of the firm that the amount 
was “capital gain*' and was on that account not taxable was rejected. In the view 
of the Income-tax Officer the profit arose from “a well planned business activity in 
which the assessee had fully utilised its resources ”. The Appellate Assistant Com- 
missioner affirmed the decision of the Income-tax Officer. The Income-tax Appellate 
Tribunal dismissed the appeal filed by the firm. 

The Tribunal amongst others referred the following question to the High Court 
of Allahabad for opinion : 

“ Whjlher the surplus realised by the sale of the shares of Aluminium Corporation of India 
Ltd., J-K Investment Trust and Rayraand Woollen Mills amounting in aggregate to Rs 3,99,587 or 
any part thereof was the revenue incomeofthe assessesliable to tax under the Income-tax Act, 
1922?” 

The High Court answered the question in the affirmative. The firm has 
appealed to this Court with Special Leave, 

In 1944 the firm purchased 50,000 ordinary shares of Raymond Woollen Mills 
Ltd., (hereinafter called “ Raymond ”) for Rs. 69,75,255. The firm paid Rs. 7,00,000 
on 4th November, 1944 and the balance on 6th December, 1944. The transaction 
xvas financed with the aid of a loan of Rs. 70 lakhs borrowed from the Hindustan 
Commercial Bank Ltd. The firm sold those shares through brokers between 23rd 
November, 1944 and 2nd April, 1946 and realised Rs. 72,42,200, the transaction 
resulting in a net profit of Rs. 2,66,945. Between 26th January, 1945 and 5th April, 
1946 the firm also purchased 67 debentures, 5,582 preference shares and 18,576 
ordinary shares of the Aluminium Corporation Ltd. (hereinacter called “ Alunn- 
nium ”) for Rs. 8,57,480. Except 2,118 preference shares, the entire lot of shares 
with the debentures was sold for Rs. 7,05,957 bettveen 1st February, 1945 and 13lh 
August, 1945. Adjusting the cost of shares left on hand the firm reafised a net profit 
of Rs. 60,278 in that transaction. The firm also purchased 290 “ A ” Class shares 
of J. K. Investment Trust Ltd,, (hereinafter called “J. K. Trust”) on 4th February, 
1945 for Rs. 1,45,000 and sold the same on 22nd August, 1945 for Rs. 2,17,264, the 
transaction resulting in a net profit of Rs. 72,364. 

Before the departmental authorities the firm claimed that it had taken over the 
entire share capital issued by Raymond with a view to secure its managing agency 
and had thereafter distributed the shares of Raymond to the various associates of 
the firm, and the transaction being one to facilitate acquisition of a capital asset 
being a capital investment, the profit realised by sale of the shares was not liable to 
be assessed to income-tax. The firm also claimed that when a part of the new issue 
of capital of Aluminimum was not taken over by the public, the firm as financiers 
of the J. K. Group of Industries took over the shares and the debentures not subs- 
cribed within the time allowed. This transaction, it was contended, xvas also of 
the nature of capital investment. It was explained that the shares were sold on 
account of “financial embarrassment” and not with the object of earning income. 


(1964) 52 I.T.R. 811. 
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and the profit realised by the sale did not attract tax. Similar contentions v^ere 
also raised in respect of the shares of J. K. Trust. The departmental authorities 
rejected the contentions. The Tribunal agreed with them. 

From the facts found by the Tribunal it is clear that for purchasing the Ray- 
mond shares, the firm paid Rs. 7,00,000 on 4th November, 1944, and the balance on 
6th December, 1944, and commenced selling the shares on 23rd November, 1944. 
The contention that the shares were only distributed to the allied concerns is 
contrary to the findings of the Tribunal. Some of the shares were sold through 
brokers to outsiders. It is a significant circumstance that the firm parted with ^ill 
the Raymond shares by 2nd April, 1946 and did not retain a single share after that 
date. It is true that some of the shares were held by' J . R. Industries Ltd., and other 
J. K. concerns. But the transfer even to the J. K. concerns was in all cases for a 
profit. Yrithin a few days after purchasing the Raymond shares, the “ firm started 
unloading them”, and* the shares were never sold W'ithout mi^ng profit. The 
interest paid for the loan borrovv'od from the Hindustan Commercial Bank Ltd., for 
financina the purchase of Raymond shares was debited in the accounts as a revenue 
expenditure, and it was claimed as a permissible allowance. The firm used to promote 
corananies. One of its actirities was to finance “sister concerns ” known as J. K. 
Industries. The case of the firm that the shares had to be sold on account of “ finan- 
cial embarrassment ” was plainly untrue. The Tribunal was, in our judgment, 
right in inferring that the “ purchase and sale of shares was a business actirity' which 

continuous” and since the firm “ had entered upon a well-planned scheme for 
earning profit and that in furtherance and execution of that profit making scheme 
they sold the shares at the opportune time” and that “ the sale of the shares was not 
merely on account of pecuniary embarrassment ” as claimed, the profit reah'sed by 
the firm by the sales of shares could not be characterised as a casual receipt, nor could 
it be treated as accretion to a capital asset. 

Strong reliance was, however, placed on a somewhat obscure statement in the 
order of the Appellate Assistant Commissioner : 

“ In the case of Raytnond Woollen Mills shares it is clear beyond doubt that the purchase of the 
shares vus a first rate business deal and that it was motivated by the desire and intention to acquire 
the minaging agency- of the Mills If this is not an operation in the scheme of prcfit-m^ing,*it is 
not known what wii! constitute such a transaction.” 

Apparently there is a ty-pographical error in the second clause of the first sen- 
tence. and the word “ not ” has by inadvertence been omitted otherwise in the con- 
text in which it occurs the clause has no meaning whatever. In any event as rightly 
pointed out by the High Court the reasons given by the Tiibunal and the conclusion 
recordrd by it are incoasistent with the finding that the shares were purchased w'ith 
the sole object of acquiring the managing agency of the Raymond Woollen Mills 
and not with a riew to make profits. 


Counsel for the firm inritf d our attention to the decision of this Court in Ham- 
narain Sons (P.) Ltd. v. Commissioner of Income-tax. Bombay\ in support of 
his contention that a transaction for purchasing shares with the object of acquiring 
the managing agency of a company will be regarded as capital inyustment and not a 
business in share. Ih Ramnarcin Sons case^, the appellant-company w-as a dealer 
in shares and seenrifies and also carried on business as managing agents of other 
companies. With a view to acquire the managing agency of a company, the appel- 
lant-company pa: chased from the managing agents a large block of shares at a rate 
approximately 50 per cent above the ruling market rate. Two months later the 
appellant-company sold a small lot out of those shares at a loss and claimed the loss 
as a trading loss. It was found in trat case by the Tribunal that the intention of 
purchasing the shares was not to acquire them as part of the stock-in-tiade of tax- 
payer's business in shares but to facilitate the acquisition of the managing agency 
of t'r.c company whic’.i was in fact acquired, and on that account loss lucurrcd by 


1- CI9SI' 4i IT.R 534 : (1961) 2. An W'.R. 
(SC}29 ;(I95I}2MLJ. (SC) 29 : (1961) 2 


SCJ I59:(I96I}2SCR.904 
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the sale of a small lot could be regarded only as a loss of capital nature. The Court 
obser\'ed in that case that the circumstance that the taxpayer had borrowed loans 
at interest to purchase the shares or that it was a dealer in shares and was authorised 
by its memorandum of association to deal in shares was of no effect. On a review 
of the evidence the Tribunal held that the shares were purchased with the object of 
acquiring the managing agency and with that view the High Court agreed. 

Whether a transaction is or is not an adventmu in the nature of trade is question 
of mi.xcd law and fact ; in each case the legal effect of the facts found by the Tribunal 
on which the taxpayer could be treated as a dealer or an investor in shares, has to 
be determined. In the present case the transaction since the inception appears to 
be impressed with the character of a commercial transaction entered with a view to 
earn profit. Large block of shares was purchased at the rub'ng rates with borrowed 
money', and soon thereafter the shares were disposed of at a profit in small lots. Some 
of the shares were sold through brokers to strangers. The story of the firm that 
some or all the shares were merely “distributed” to its associates is not proved. The 
interest which the firm had to pay for the amount borrowed for purchasing the shares 
was debited in the revenue account and w'as claimed as a revenue allowance. 

It was not the case of the firm that Aluminium and J. K. Trust shares were pur- 
chased for acquiring the managing agency. It was claimed that the shares were 
taken over because the public did not accept those shares. It was one of the objects 
of the firm to finance its allied concerns and in taking over shares which the pubfic 
did not subscribe the firm was acting in the com^ of its business. The firm com- 
menced selling the shares soon aftei they w'ere purchased. Aluminium shares were 
purchased between 26th January, 1945 and 5th April, 1946 (except a few which w'ere 
retained) and sold at profit. 'ttTiereas the first lot was purchased on 26th January', 
1945, the first sale w'as made on 1st February', 1945. It could not be said that this 
was an investment in shares independent of the trading activity of the firm. The 
story that the shares had to be sold on account of financial difficulties is plainly be- 
lied by the circumstance that the firm went on purchasing and selling the Aluminium 
shares. J. K. Trust shares were purchased on 14th February', 1945 and w’cre 
sold on 22nd August, 1945. Aluminium shares as well as J. K. Trust shares were 
sold at a profit and through brokers. These transactions were also stamped w'ith 
the character of commercial transactions entered into with a profit motive and were 
not transactions in the nature of capital investments. The answ'er recorded by the 
High Court is therefore correct. 

The appeal fails and is d'smissed with costs. 

V.S. 


Appeal dismissed. 
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COLLECTOR OF CUSTOilS V. S. NAGARMULL {EidoyatuUah, C. J.). 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present M. HroAyATUXLAH, Chief Justice and G. K. Mitter, J. 
Collector of Customs, Calcutta and others . . Appellants^ 

V. 

Soorajmull Nagannull and another ... Respondents. 

Income-tax Act {XI of 1922), section 46(5-^ — Tax recovery — Garnishee notice — 
Payment out of Court-Certificate of payment by Court — Assessee-firm — Excess 
citstom.s duty paid by assessee — Decree against Union of India — Garnishee notice 
by Income-tax Officer to Collector of Customs — Requiring payment of decree 
amount towards arrears of income-tax and penalty due by assessee — Payment by 
Collector — Amoimt adjusted towards super-tax due by assessee — Application by 
Collector to Court for certifying payment imder the Code of Civil Procedure. 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 21, rule 2. 

The assessee-firm obtained decrees against the Union of India for refund of the 
excess customs duty paid by it. In pursuance of a garnishee notice issued under 
section 46 (5-A) of the Income-tax Act, the Collector cf Customs paid the amounts 
to the Income-tax Department and the sums were adjusted towards the super-tax 
payable by the assessee. The Collector applied under Order 21 , rule 2, of the Code of 
Civil Procedure, for certifying the payment made out of Court. The Bfigh Court 
refused to certify the payment on the grounds that the decrees were against the 
Union of India and not the Collector of Customs, that the sums were held by the 
Collector on behalf of the Union of India and not on behalf of the assessee, 
that the notice was defective inasmuch as it asked for payment towards income-tax 
and towards penalty, while the receipts which were granted to the assessee, stated 
that the amount was for super-tax. The Collector of Customs appealed. 

Held that, in the case of a ganushee payment or one made under section 46 (5-A) 
of the Income-tax Act, if the payment has been legally made cut of Court, there is 
■ no reason why the judgment-debtor cannot move the Court for getting the adjust- 
ment or payment certified as required under Order 21, rule 2, of the Code. 

Order 21, rule 2, of the Code merely contemplates payment out of Court and 
says nothing about voluntary payment. A garnishee order can never by its nature 
lead to a voluntary payment and it is not to be thought that a garnishee order does 
- not lead to the adjustment of the decree sufficient for being certified by the Court. 

Held on facts ; the Union of India operates through different Departments and a 
notice to the Collector of Customs was a proper notice to issue because it was the 
Collector of Customs who had in the first instance recovered the monej and held 
it from the assessee, and imder the decrees of the Court the Union of India was 
liable to refund it to the assessee. Since super-ta,x is also a kind of income-tax, 
the notice was not defective. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgments and Orders, dated the 22nd 
January, 1964, of the Calcutta High Court in Appeals Nos. 199 and 200 of 1962 from 
Original Order. 

B. Sen, Senior Advocate [SJP. Naycr, Advocate, with him) for Appellants (In 
both the Appeals). 

A.N. Sttha and D.N. Gupta, Advocates, for Respondent No. 1 (In both the 
Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

HidayatuUah. C. J. — This is an appeal against the judgment and decree of the 
High Court of Calcutta refusing to enter satisfaction of tw'o decrees under o'rder 21 


» C. As. Nos- 429 and 430 of 1966. 
s c J— 29 
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rule 2, of the Code of Civil Procedure, obtaiued by the respondents against the Union 
of India in the following circumstances. 

The respondents, M/s. Soorajmull NagarmuU, imported spindle oil from Phila- 
delphia. The firm w'as required to pay customs duty under Item 27 (3) of the First 
Schedule to the Tariff Act, 1934 at 27 per cent, ad valorem. The firm filed tv\'o suits 
asking for refund of excess duty claiming that the oil was dutiable only under Item 
27 (8) at 2 as, 6 ps. per imperial gallon. The suits were filed against the Collector 
of Customs, the Assistant Collector of Customs for Apprahtment and the Union 
of India. The suits were successful and decrees were passed against the Union of India 
for refund of the amount charged in excess. In one suit the decree was for pajment 
of Rs. 43,723 with interest at 6 per cent per annum from 1st day of April. 1952, until 
realisation. In the second suit the decree was for Rs. 75,925 with shnilat interest. 

Since the firm had not paid a sum of Rs. 18,08,667.72 as tax, the Income-tax 
Officer. Circle II, Calcutta, issued a notice under section 46 (5-A) of the Indian 
Income-tax Act, 1922, calling upon the Collector of Customs topay the amount of the 
decree to him and stating that his receipt woidd constitute a good and sufficient dis- 
charge of the liability for refund to the firms. The Collector of Customs paid the 
amount into the Reserve Bank and the Reserve Bank issued receipts crediting the 
amount against super-tax due from the firm. The Collector of Customs then applied to 
the High Court of Calcutta under Order 21, rule 2, of the Code of Civil Procedure, for 
the adjustment of the decrees by this pa 5 ment. This was refused by a learned single 
Judge who gave no reasons while dismissing the petition. On appeal to the Division 
Bench it was held by the Division Bench on 22nd January, 1964, that the adjustment 
of the decrees could not be granted. It is against the last order that the present 
appeals have been filed by Special Leave of this Court. 

The Hi^ Court, in reaching the conclusion observed that the decrees were 
against the Union of India and not the Collector of Customs. Further the sums 
were held by the Collector of Customs on behalf of the Um'on of India and not on 
behalf of the firm. The High Coutt found the notice to be defective inasmuch as it 
asked for payment towards income-tax and towards penalty, while The receipts, 
which were granted to the firm, stated that the amount was for super-tax. On 
these three grounds, the High Court held that the learned single Judge was right in 
dismissing die application of the Collector of Customs Jbr the adjustment of the 
decrees. 

Order 21, rule 2, of the Code of Civil Procedure, takes note of payments out of 
Court to decree-holdeis and provides that where any money payable under a decree 
of any kind is paid out of Court, or the decree is otherwise adjusted in whole or in 
part to the satisfaction of the decree-holder, the decree-holder shall certify such pay- 
ment or adjustment to the Court whose duty it is to execute the decree, and the Court 
shall record the same accordingly. It is also provided that the judgment-debtor also 
may inform the Court of such payment or adjustment, and apply to the Court to 
issue a notice to the decree-holder to show cause why such payment or adjustment 
should not be recorded as certified. 

The contention of the respondents in these appeals is that the decrees were not 
passed against the Collector of Customs buf against the Union of India and that 
payment by the Collector of Customs was not a payment by the judgment-debtor. 
In our judgment this plea is highly technical. Ihe amount was recovered by the 
Collector of Customs from the firm and was being held by the Union of India through 
the Collector of Customs. The Collector of Customs paid the money not on behalf 
of himself but on behalf of the Union of India and it must be treated as a proper 
payment of the amount to the firm. The objection of the respondent that it amounts 
. to a payment by one Department of the Government to another, does not, in our 
opinion, hold much substance. It is also extremely technical. The Union of India 
operates through different Departments and a notice to the Collector of Customs 
in the circumstances was a proper notice to issue because it was the Collector of 
Customs who had in the first instance recovered this money and held it from the firm. 
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It is next contended that the notice is defective inasmuch as it shows that the- 
money was lying with the Collector of Customs whereas it was, in fact, lying with, 
the Union of India and that it was not money held by the Collector of Customs on. 
behalf of the fi.m. Section 46 (5-A) of the Income-tax Act reads as follows : 

“ 46. Mode and time of recovery . — 

(5-A) The Income-tax Officer may at any time or from time to time, by notice in wrifirg (a- 
copy of which shall be fcrwarccd to the assessee at his last address known to thelnccme-tax Officer)! 
require any person from whom money is due or may become due to the assessee or any person who 
holds or may subsequently hold money for or on account of the assessee to pay to the Ir.ccme-iax: 
Officer.eitherforthwith upon the money becomingdue or being heldorat orwiihinthetime speci- 
fied in the notice (not being before the money beccmes due or is held) so much of the money as is- 
sufficient to pay the amount due by the taxpayer in respect of arrears of income-tax and penalt >7 
or the whole of the money when it is equal to or less than that amount 

Any person making any payment in compliance with anotice under this sub-sccticn shall be*, 
deemed' to have made the payment under the authority of the assessee and the receipt of the 
Income-tax Officer shall constitute a good and sufficient discharge of the liability of such person.' 
to the assessee to the extent of the amount referred to in the receipt. 

Any person discharging any liability to the assessee after receipt of the notice referred to in this; 
suI«ection shall be personally liable to the Income-tax Officer to the extent of the liability discharg- ' 
ed or to the extent of theliability of the assessee for tax and penalties, whichever is less. 

If the person to whom a notice under this sub-section is sent fails to make payment in pursu- 
ance thereof to the Income-tax Officer, further proceedings may be taken by and before the- 
Collector on the footing that the Income-tax Officer’s notice has the same effect as an attachment 
by the Collector in exercise of his powers under the proviso to sub-section <2) of section 46 

Such notices of the Income-tax OfScer are no more than a kind of a garnished 
order issued to the person holding money which money is due to an assessee. The 
Collector of Customs had recovered this money and under the decrees of the Court, 
the Union of India was liable to refund it to the firm. A garnishee order is issued.to a. 
debtor' not to pay to his own creditor but to some third party who has obtained a 
final Judgment against the creditor. By a parity of reasoning this amount, which.- 
was with the Collector of Customs, could be asked to be deposited with the Income-/ 
tax Authorities under section 46 (5-A). The argument is extremely technical for that' 
the firm is entitled to get a double benefit of the decree, first by having the decietal' 
amount paid to the benefit of the fiim and then to recover it again from the Union oC, 
India. 

It is contended lastly that the notice of the Income-tax Officer spoke of income--, 
tax and/or penalty whereas the amount was taken towards payment of super-tax. 
due from the firm. It is, however, conceded in the face of authorities cited at the- 
Bar that the super-tax is also a kind of income-tax and, therefore, the notice could, 
issue in the form it did. The leading case on the subject is mlnrsReckitO,and learned' 
Counsel for the respondents did not controvert the proposition laid down there. 

It is, however, argued on the authority of Bidhoo Beebee v. Keshub Chimder Baboo< 
and others- Mahiganj Loan Office, Ltd. v. Behari . Lai ChakP A.P. Bagchi v. Mrs, ' 
F. Morgan* and Thomas Skinner v. Ram RachpaP that the payment which can be-.' 
adjusted under Order 21, rule 2, is a voluntary payment by the judgment-debtor to ' 
the decree-holder and that this is not a case of voluntary payment at all. The rulings •- 
which have been cited do not, in our opim’on, apply here. This point was not con- 
sidered in the High Court and seems to have been thought of here. Order 21 i rule 2, 
merely contemplates payment out of Court and says nothing about voluntary pay- 
ment. A garnishee order can never by its nature lead to a voluntary payment andl 
it is not to be thought that a ^rm'shee order dc»es not lead to the adjustment of the 
decree sufficient for being certified by -the Court. Payment by virtue of section 46 
(5-A), as we have stated before, is in the nature of a garnishee payment and must 
therefore, be subject to the same rule. ’■ 


1. (1933) 1 l.T.-R. 1:101 L.J. Ch.-333. - 

2. (1S6S) 9 VV.R.462. 

3. l.LR (1937) I Cal. 7SI : 41 Cal.WK. 
406 : 65 Cal-LJ. 361 : A-I.R- 1937 Cal. 2II. 
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The rulings themselves do not control the present matter. In Bidhoo Beebee v. 
JCesJiJib CInmder Baboo case\ the payment was not under a garnishee order but under 
The process of the Court issued in execution by arrest of the judgment-debtor. Con- 
trasting what had happened in the case with the words of the second rule of Order 21 
•(then section 206 of the Code of 1859) the learned Judges observed that section 206 
•covers cases of voluntary payment. The debtor was protected by treating the 
payment as being made through the Court. The exact point we are dealing 
with was not before the Court. In Mahiganj Loan Office Lid. v. Behari Lai 
■ChakVs case^, there was a scheme framed by the depositors of a banking company 
for return of their deposits in spite of opposition from decree-holder depositor 
•of the company. The scheme was sanctioned by the Court. The scheme was 
binding on the decree-holder but it was not treated as an adjustment within Order 
21, rule 2, of the Code of Civil Procedure. The reason given was that the adjustment 
must be to the satisfaction of the decree-holder and must be with the consent of both 
the decree-holder and the judgment-debtor and not one which is made binding by 
•operation of law. It is to be noticed that that was a payment to which the judgment- 
• debtor had objected although it was binding on him. We see no reason for making a 
•distinction between a voluntary payment out of Court and a payment out of Court 
which the law regards as valid. No reasons are given in the judgment why such a 
•distinction should be made. In Thomas Skinner v. Ram RachpaVs case^, the pay- 
ment was made in Court and not outside Court. This is the nearest case to the 
present one and but for his difference, it is reasonable to think that the learned 
Judges would have taken the same view of the matter as we have taken. The 
reason given by the learned Judges brings out the real object of the rule: 

“Where a judgment-debtor makes payment outside the Court, the Court knows nothing about 
••the payment and therefore rule 2, Order 21, ordains that the parties should inform the Court 
about the payment.” 

This object in our opinion is fully achieved when there is payment under a 
igamishee order outside the Court. . In ffte case cited the Court knew of the payment 
-and could give protection in other -ways. In A.R. Bagchi v. Mrs. F. Morgan's case^, 
the payment was again without the consent of the judgment-debtor either in fact 
•or in law. Too much emphasis appears to have been placed upon mutual under- 
standing and too little on payment out of Court which is the essence of the rule. 
TThe case turned on whether there was any understanding between the parties that 
•-sums spent by the judgment-debtor on repairs would be set off against the decretal 
.amount and therefore Order 21, rule 2, of the Code of Civil Procedure, was held 
•inapplicable. 

In none of the cases the point of a garnishee order was considered. In • our 
•opinion, a case of a garnishee payment or one made under section 46 (5-A) of the 
Income-tax Act of 1922 stands on a different footing and if the payment has been 
degally made out of Court in full and final discharge of the liability under a decree, 
there is no reason why the judgment-debtor cannot move the Court for getting the 
-adjustment or payment certified. The payment was required to be certified^ under 
•Order 21, rule 2, of the Code of Civil Procedure, and the order that it be so certified. 

The appeals are accordingly allowed with costs here and in the High Court. 

V.S. Appeals allowed. 


1. (1868)9 W.R. 462. 

2. I L.R. (1937) 1 Cal. 781 : A.l.R. 1937 Cal. 


3. I.L R. (1938) All. 294 : A.l.R. 1938 All- 
I4I. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Origiaal Jurisdiction.) 

Present M. Hidayatullah, Chief Justice, J. C. Shah, V. RAMAS^VA^H,. 
G. K. Mitter and a. N. Grover, JJ. 

Mohd. Faruk - Petitioner.* 

V. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh and others ... Respondents. 

Madhya Pradesh Municipal Corporation Act (XX/77 of 1956), section 430 (3)--Scope- 
—Cancellation of the confirmation of the bye-laws made by Miinicipol Committee 
for inspection and regulation of slaughter— Houses if infringes fundamental right 
under Article 19 (1) (?) of the Constitution. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 19 (ly-Interpretation—entriistment of power 
to an administrative agency to g>ant or withhold a permit or licence in its tmcon- 
trolled discretion— Prohibition of fundamental right Article 19 il)—Law, if ex 
facie violates Article 19 (Ij — Burden of proof. ,, 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 19 (1) {g)— Interpretation— Fundamental right 
to carry on business— Prohibition of— Prohibition not m the interest of the general 
public, but merely to respect the suseptibilities and sentiments of a section of the 
people, if justified. 

The bye-laws of the Jabalpur Municipality permitted slaughter of bulls and bul- 
lucks. A licence had to be obtained for that purpose. Slaughter of animals in 
places outside the .premises fixed by the MunicipaUty was prohibited by 
section 257 (3) of the M. P. Municipal Corporation Act, and sale of meat within 
the area of the Municipality of the animals not slaughtered in the premises fixed 
by the Municipality was also prohibited. Under the notification by whtch__the 
bye-laws were issued in 1948, bulls and bullocks could be ^aughtered in premises 
fixed for that purpose. But by the notification dated 12th January, 1967, con- 
firmation of the bye-laws insofar as they related to bulls and buUocks was cancelled. 
The effect of that notification wat to prohibit the slaughter of bulls and bullocks 
within the Municipality of Jabalpur. This cancellation of the confirmation of 
Bye-laws imposed a direct restriction upon the fundamental right of the petitioner 
under Article 19 (1) (g) of the Constitution. - , 

When the validity of a law placing restriction upon the exercise of fundamental 
rights in Article 19 (1) is challenged, the onus of proving to the satisfaction of the 
Court that the restriction is reasonable lies upon the State. - A law requirmg th^ 
an act which is inherently dangerous, nowous or injurious to public interest, health 
or safety or is likely to prove a nuisance to, the community, shall be done under 
a permit or licence of an executive authority, it is not per se unreasonable and no 
person may claim, a licence or peimit to do that act as of right. Where the law pro- 
viding for grant of a licence or a permit confers a discretion upon an admimstrative 
authority regulated by the rules of principles expressed or implied, and exercisable 
in consonance with rules of natural justice, it will be presumed to impose a 
reasonable restriction. Where, however, power is entrusted to an admimstrative 
agency to grant or withhold a permit or licence in ■ its uncontrolled discretion, 
the law iiifringes the fundamental right under Article 19 (1). Imposition of 

restriction on the exercise of a fundamental right may be in the form of control 
or prohibition, but when the exercise of a fundamental right is prohibited, the 
burden of proving that a total ban on the exeicise of the right alone may ensure 
the maintenance of the general public interest lies heavily upon the State. 

The impugned notification, though within the competence of the State Govern- 
ment, directly infringes the fundamental right of the petitioner guaranteed by 
Anicle 19 (1) (g), and may be upheld only if it be established that it seeks to impose 
reesonable restrictions in the interests of the general public and a less drastic 


• W.P. No. 60 of I96S 


1st April, 1969. 




230 THE SUPREME CX)URT JOUEHAL. [1970 

restrictior will not en'^ure the interest of the general public. The Court must in 
considering the validity of the impugned law imposing a prohibition on the 
can ying on of a business or profession, attempt an evaluation of its direct and im- 
mediate impact upon the fundamental rights of the citizens effected thereby and 
the larger public mterest sought to be enusred in the light of the object sou^t to 
be achieved, the necessity to restrict the citizen’s freedom, the inherent pernicious 
nature of the act prohibited or its capacity or tendency to be harmful to the general 
public, the possibility of achieving the object by imposing a less drastic resiraint, 
and in the absence of exceptional situations such as the prevt lence of a state of 
emergency national or local or the necessity to maintain essential supplies, or 
the necessity to stop activities inherently dangerous, the existence of a machinery 
to satisfy the administrative authority that no case for imposing the restriction 
as made out or that a less drastic restriction may ensure the object intended to 
^)a achieved. 

The sentiments of a section of the people may be hurt by permitting slaughter 
■of bulls and bullocks in premises mamtained by a local authority. But a prohi- 
bition imposed on the exercise of a fundamental right to carry on an occupation, 
tade or business wil not be regarded as reasonable. If it is imposed, not in the 
interest of the general public, but merely to respect the susceplibihties and sen- 
timents of a section of the people whose way of life, belief or thought is not the 
.same as that of the claimant. 

The notification issued by the State Government must, therefore, be declared 
ultra vires as infringing Article 19 (1) (g) of the Constitution. 

Petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of India foi enforcement of the 
Fundamental Rights. 

Frank Anthony and B. Datta, Advocates, and J. B. Dadachanji, Advocate of 
M/s. J. B. Dadachanji and Co., for Petitioner. 

L N. Shroff, Advocate, for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, J . — ^The petitioner Mohd. Faruk who carries on the vocation of slaugh- 
tering bulls and buUocks at the Madar Tekdi Slaughter-House at Jabalpur claims a 
declaration that the notification dated 12th January, 1967, issued by the Governor 
of Madhya Pradesh in exercise of the powers conferred under sub-section (3) of 
section 430 of the Madhya Pradesh Municipal Corporation Act (XXm of 1956), 
cancelling confirmation of the bye-laws ” made by the Jabalpur Municipal Com- 
mittee for inspection and regulation of slaughter-houses "m so far as the bye- 
laws relate to slaughter of bulls and bullocks ” infringes the fundamental freedoms 
g^ranteed under Articles 14 and 19 of the Constitution. 

Section 5 (37) of the Madhya Pradesh Municipal Coloration Act (XXHI of 1956) 
■defines “municipal slaughter-house”. By section 66 {pi) it is made obligatory upon the 
•Corporation to make adequate provision for the construction, maintenance and 
regulation of a slaughter-house. By sub-section (1) of section 257 of the Act the 
•Corporation may and when required by the Government shall fix places for the 
slaughter of animals for sale, and may with the like approval grant and withdraw 
hcences for the use of such premises. By sub-section (3) it is enacted that when 
premises have been fixed under sub-section (1) no person shall slaughter any such 
.animal for sale within the city at any other place. By sub-section (4) bringing into 
•the city for sale, flesh of any animal intended for human consumption, which has 
■been slaughtered at any slaughter-house or place not maintained or licensed under 
.the Act, without the written permission of the Commissioner, is prohibited. Seo- 
•tion 427 authorises the Corporation, with the sanction of the Government, to make 
bye-laws consistent with the provisions of the Act and the rules made thereunder 
for carrying out “ the provisions and intentions ” of the Act. The bye-laws may, 
Jnter alia, relate to the management of municipal markets and the supervision of 
ithe manufacture, storage and sale of food, and for that purpose may regulate the 
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sanitary conditions in municipal slaugiiter-Iiouses. By section 430 it is provided 
that no bye-law made by the Corporation under the Act shall have any vahdity until 
it is confirmed by the Government. Power is conferred upon the Government by 
section 432 to modify or repeal either wholly or in part any bye-laws in consulta- 
tion with the Corporation. 

]fa exercise of the power conferred by section 178 (3) of the C. P. and Berar 
Municipalities Act II of 1922, bye-laws were made by the Jabalpur Municipality 
in January 1948. Those bye-laws continued to remain in force under the Madhya 
Pradesh Municipal Corporation Act (lOGif of 1956). The bye-laws controlled and re- 
gulated the conditions under which animals may be slaughtered in the premises fixed 
for that purpose and provided for inspection and for ensuring adequate precaution 
in respect of sanitation and for slaughter of animals certified by competent 
authorities as fit for slaughtering. By the notification issued by the Jabalpur 
Municipality a slaughter-house at a place called “ Madar Tekdi ” was fixed as 
premises for slaughtering an*mals. Under that notification bulls and bullocks were 
permitted to be slaughtered along with other animals like buffaloes, sheep, goats 
and pigs. But on 12th January. 1967, the State Government issued a notification 
“cancelling the confirmation of the bye-laws” insofar as they related to slaughter of 
bulls and bullocks at Madar Tekdi Slaughter-House. That notification places 
resctrictions upon the right of the petitioner to carry on bis hereditary vocation. 

The question of- permitting slaughter of cows, bulls and bullocks has, for a 
long time, generated violent sentimental differences between sections of the people 
in our country. After the enactment of the Constitution the controversy relating to 
the limits within which restrictions may be placed upon the slaughter of cows, bulls 
and bullocks was agitated before this Court in Mohd. Hanif Qiiareslii and Others 
V. The State of Bihar \ In that case the -validity of provisions made in three State 
Acts which imposed a total ban upon slaughter of all categories of “animals of the 
species of bovine cattle” was challenged. These Acts were the Bihar Preservation 
and Improvement of Animals Act, 1955, the U. P. Prevention of Cow Slaiighter 
Act, 1955, and the C. P. and Berar Animals Preservation Act, 1949. The petitioners 
who followed the occupation of butchers and of deaUngs in the by-products of 
slaughter-houses challenged the validity of the three Acts on the plea that the Acts, 
infringed their fundamental rights under Articles 14, 19 (1) (g) and 25 of the Consti- 
tution. This Court held — (i) that a total ban on the slau^ter of cows of all ages and 
calves of cows and of she-buSaloes, male and female, was reasonable and valid ; 
(a) that a total ban on the slaughter of she-buffaloes or breeding bulls or working 
bullocks (cattle as well as buSaloes), so long as they were capable of being used as 
milch or draught cattle, was also reasonable and valid ; and (Hi) that a total ban on 
the slaughter of she-buSaloes, bulls and bullocks (cattle or bufialo) after they ceased 
to be caprable of yielding milk or of breeding or working as draught animals was not 
in the interests of the general public and was invalid. 

Attempts were made from time to time to circumvent the judgmenfiof this Court in 
Mohd. Hanif QuareshVs caseK After that judgment. Legislatures of the State of 
Bihar, U.P. and Madhya Pradesh enacted the minimum age of animals to be slaughter- 
ed. The Bihar Act prohibited slaughter of a bull, bullock or she-bufialo unless the 
animal was over 25 years of age and had become useless. Under the U.P. Act 
slaughter of a bull .or bullock was permitted only if it was over 20 years of age and 
was permanentijsjufit. Under the Madhya Pradesh Act slaughter of a bull, bullock 
or buffalo, except upon a certificate issued by the competent authority, was pro- 
hibited. The certificate could not be issued unless .the animal was over 20 years of 
age and was unfit for work or breeding. This Court held in Abdul Hakim Quarahhi 
xmd others v. The State of Biliary that the ban on the slaughter of bulls, bullocks and 
sho-bufialoes below the age of 20 or 25 years was not a reasonable restriclion in the 
interests of the general public and was void. The Court obser\'ed that a bull, 
bullock or buffalo did not remain useful after it was 15 years old, and whatever little 
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use it may theu have was greatly offset by the economic disadvantages of feeding 
and maintaining unserviceable cattle. This Court also held that the additional 
condition that the animal must, apart from being above 20 or 25 years of age, be unfit 
was a further unreasonable restriction. On that ground the relevant provisions 
in the Bihar, U.P. and Madhya Pradesh Acts were declared invalid. 

The present case is apparently another attempt, though on a restricted scale* 
to circumvent the judgment of this Court in Mohd. Hanif Quareshi's coie^. The 
bye-laws of the Jabalpur Municipality permitted slaughter of bulls and bullocks. 
A licence had to be obtained for that purpose. Slaughter of animals in places 
outside the premises fixed by the Municipality* was prohibited by section 257 (3) 
of the Act, and sale of meat within the area of the Municipality* of the animals not 
slaughtered in the premises fixed by the Municipality* was also prohibited. Under 
the notification by* which the bye-laws w’ere issued in 1948, bulls and bullocks could 
be slaughtered in premises fixed for that purpose. But by the notification dated 
12th January, 1967, confirmation of the bye-laws insofar as they* related to bulls and 
bullocks was cancelled. The effect of that notification was to prohibit the slaughter 
of bulls and bullocks w’ithin the Municipality of Jabalpur. This cancellation of the 
confirmation of Bye-law’s imposed a direct restriction upon the fundamental right of 
the petitioner under Article 19 (1) (g) of the Constitution. 

In the afladavit filed on behalf of the State of Madhya Pradesh two principal 
contentions were raised (1) the pow’er to rescind confimation of the bye-laws 
cannot be challenged by reference to Article 14 oi Article 19 of the Constitution, 
because the power \estcd in the Government to confirm the bye-laws carries with it 
the power to rescind such confirmation ; and (2) that since every person desiring to 
use a slaughter-house had to apply for and obtain a licence, rvhich may be refused 
and if given was liable to be withdrawn, no person may insist that he shall be given a 
licence to slaughter animals in a slaughter-house. 

The power to issue bye-laws indisputably* includes the power to cancel oi with- 
draw the bye-laws but the validity* of the exercise of the power to issue and to cai.cel 
or withdraw the bye-laws must be adjudged in’the light ot its imppct i*pon the funda- 
mental lights of persons affected theref^. When the \-ahdity of a law placing res- 
triction upon the exercise of fundamental rights in Article J9 (1) is challenged the 
onus of proving to the satisfacrion of the Court that the restriction is reasonable lies 
upon the State. A law requiring that an act which is inherently dangerous, noxious 
or injurious to public interest, health or safety or is likely to prove a nrusance to the 
community, shall be done under a permit or licence of an executive authority, it is not 
per se unreasonable and no person may claim a licence or permit to do that act as of 
right. Where the law* providing for grant of a licence or a permit confers a discretion 
upon an administrative authority* regulated by rules or principles expressed or implied, 
and exercisable in consonance "with rules of natural justice, it wrU be presumed to 
impose a reasonable restriction. Where, however, power is entrusted to an 
administrative agency* to grant or withhold a permit or licence in its uncontrolled 
discretion, the law ex facie infringes the fundamental right under Article 19 (1). 
Imposition of restriction on the exercise of a fundamenta.1 right may be in .the form 
of control or prohibition, but when the exercise of a fundamental ri^t is prohibited, 
the burden of proving that a total ban on the exercise of the ri£ht alone may eirsrrre 
the maintenance of the general public interest lies heavily upon the State. 

This Court in Nare/idra Kwnar and others v. The Union of India and others-, 
held that the word “ restriction " in Articles 19 (5) and 19 (6) of the Constitution 
include? cases of “ prohibitioi’ ” also ; that where a restriction reaches the stage of 
total restraint of rights special care has to be taken by the Court to see that the test of 
reasotrableness is satisfied by considering the question in the background of the 
facts aud circumstances under which the Order was made, taking inro account the 
nature of the evil that was sought to be remedied by* such law, the harm caused to 
individual citiaens by the proposed remedy'jjhe beneficial effect reasonably* expected 
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to result to the general public, and whether the restraint ca^ed by the law was more 
than what was necessary in the interests of the general pubhc. 

Th'’ imnuuned notification, though technically w'ithin the competence of the 

State Government, directly infringes the ^^bfeW th^^ 

teed by Article 19 (1) (g), and may be upheld 

imoose reasonable restrictions in the mtererts of the _ ^ ^ Court must in 
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V.MJL ^ 

the supreme COURT OF INDIA. 

(Crimtal Appellate Ju&diction.) - _ 

Present S.M. Sikri, G. K. Mitter and Appellants * 

A.K. Jain and others 

r. . __ Respondents'. 

Union of India and others -.^cope— Control of the 

Essential Commodities Act (X of Act. 

price of sugarcane, ij comes within tie jjp^Scope—Pre-Consti- 
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Held also that. Sub-rule (3) of rule 3 of Sugar Caue (Control) Order, 1955 speci- 
ficall}' provides that unless there is an agreement in writing to the contrary' between 
the parties the purchaser shall pay to the seller the price of the sugarcane purchased 
within 14 days from the date of the delivery of the sugarcane. This is a specific 
mandate. If the Bihar Sugar Factories Control Act, 1937 prorides anything to the 
-contrary the same must be held to have been altered in view of Article 372 of the 
•Constitution which provides that aU laws in force in the territory^ of India imme- 
■diately before the commencement of this Constitution shall continue in force therein 
until altered or repealed or amended by a competent Legislature or othericompetent 
authority. The Parliament which altered or amended the Bihar Act, a pre-Cons- 
titution Act, under Entry’ 33 of List III of the Constitution is a competent authority. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 4th July, 
1966 of the Patna High Court in Criminal WJ.C. No. 11 of 1966. 

B. R. L. Iyengar, Senior Advocate (C7. P. Singh, Advocate, with him), for 
Appellants. 

V. A. Seyid Muhammad, Senior Advocate S. P. Rayar, Advocate with him, for 
Respondent No. 1. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Hegde, J . — This appeal against the decision of the High Court of Patna in 
Criminal W.J.C. No. 11 of 1966 was brought after obtaining Special Leave from this 
Court. The principal question raised herein is whether the investigation which is 
being carried on against the appellants under sub-rule (3) of rule 3 of Sugar Cane 
•(Control) Order, 19^55 (to be hereinafter referred to as the Order) read with section 7 
of the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (to be hereinafter referred to as the Act) 
is in accordance with law. 

The appellants are office bearers of M/s. S. K. G. Sugar Ltd. (Lauriya). A com- 
plaint has been registered against them under sub-rule (3) of rule 3 of the Order read 
with section 7 of the Act on the ground that they have failed to pay to the sellers the 
price of the sugar cane purchased by them, within the time prescribed. The said 
■complaint is being investigated. The appellants are objecting to that investigation 
on various grounds. They unsuccessfully sought the interv ention of the High Court 
•of Patna under Article 226 of the Constitution in Crrmirral W. J. C. No. 11 of 1966. 
Hence this appeal. 

Mr. B. R. L. Iyengar appearing for the appellants challenged the validity of 
the investigation in question on variorrs grounds. We shall now proceed to deal 
with each one of those grounds. 

The first contention of Mr. Iyengar was that sub-rule (3) of rule 3 could not have 
been validly issued under section 3 of the Act. According to him the said section 3 
-cannot be used for controlling the payment of the price of food crops ; it can only 
deal -with food stufis : food-crops are outside its scope. This contention has been 
negatived by the High Court. We agree with the High Court that there is no merit 
in this contention. Section 2 (a) of the Act defines “ essintial commodity.” Sub- 
clause (v) of that clause brings food-stufis within the definition of essential commo- 
dity. Clause (b) of section 2 provides that food-crops include sugarcane. The next 
important provisions in the Acr are clauses (h) and (c) of section 3 (1). Section 3_ (1) 
provide ; that if the Central Gorernment is of opinion that it is raecessary or expedient 
so to do for rrraintaining or increasing supplies of any essential commodity or for 
securing their equitable distribution and av'aUability at fair prices, Jr may, by order, 
provide for regulating or prohibiting the production, supply and distribution thereof 
and trade and commerce therein. Sub-section f2) of that section says that without 
prejudice to the generality of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) and order made 
thereunder may provide 

“ (6) for brir^ing under cirltivation any’ waste or arable land, whether appur- 
tenant to a “building or not, for the growing thereon of food-crops generally or 
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of specified food-crops, and for otherwise maintaining or increasing the cultiva- 
tion of food-crops generally, or of specified food-crops; ” 

Clause (c) provides for controlling the price at which any essential commodity may 
be bought or sold. From the scheme of clauses (6) and (c) of section 2 and section 3 
of the Act, it is clear that the Parliament intended to bring under control the cultiva- 
tion and sale of food-crops. In view of these provisions it is idle to contend that 
sugarcane does not come within the ambit of the Act. The question whether the 
■cultivation and sale of sugarcane can be regulated under section 3 of the Act came 
up for the consideration of this Court in Ch. Tika Rvtnji und others, etc. v. The State 
<of U.P. and others^. At pagei 432 and 433 of the report it is observed : 

“ Act X of 1955 included within the definition of essential commodity food stuffs 
which we have seen above would include sugar as well as sugaicane. This Act was 
enacted by Parliament in exercise of the concurrent legislative power under Entry 33 
of List in as amended by the Constitution Third Amendment Act, 1954. Food-crops 
were there defined as including crops of sugarcane and section 3 (1) gave the Central 
-Government powers to control the production, supply and distribution of essential 
<x>mmodities and trade and commerce therein for maintaim’ng or increasing the 
supplies thereof or for securing their equitable distribution and avaiJabih'ty at fair 
prices. Section 3 (2) (Jj) empowered the Central Government to provide inter alia 
for bringing under cultivation any waste or arable land whether appurtenant to a 
building or not for growing thereon of food-crops generally or specified food-crops 
and section 3 (2) (c) gave the Central Government power for controlling the price 
at which any essential commodity may be bought or sold. These provisions would 
certainly bring within the scope of Central legislation the regulation of the produc- 
tion of sugarcane as also the controlling of the price at which sugarcane may be 
bought or sold, and in addition to the Sugar Control Order, 1955 which was issued 
by the Central Government on 27th August,- 1955, it also issued the Sugar 
Cane Control Order, 1955, on the same date investing it with the power to fix the 
price of sugarcane and dhect payment thereof as also the power to regulate the 
movement of sugarcane. 

Parliament was well within its powers in legislating in re^rd to sugarcane and 
the Central Government was also well within its powers in issuing the Sugar- 
Cane Control Order, 1955, in the manner it did because all this was in exercise 
of the concurrent power of legislation under Entry 33 of List m.” 

It is needless to say anything more on this question. 

It was next contended fay Mr. Iyengar that the regulation of price of sugarcane 
is expressly dealt with by the Bihar Sugar Factories Control Act, J937 and therefore 
we should not impliedly spell out the same power from the provisions of the Order 
and the Act. _ Mr. Iyengar is not ri^t in contending that the power that is sought 
to be exercised in the instant case is an implied one. Sub-rule (3) of rule 3 speci- 
fically provides that unless there is an agreement in writing to the contrary between 
the parties the purchaser shall pay to the seller the price of the sugarcane purchased 
within 14 days from the date of the delivery of the sugarcane. This is a specific 
mandate. If the Bihar Act provides anything to the contrary the same must be held 
to have been altered in view of Article 372 of the Constitution which provides that all 
laws in force in the territory of India immediately before the commencement of this 
Constitution shall continue in force therein until altered or repealed or amended to a 
competent' legislature or other competent authority. Quite clearly the Bihar Act is a 
pre-Constitution Act and it could have continued to be in force only till it was altered, 
repealed or amended by a competent legislature or other competent authority. We 
shall presently see that the authority that altered or amended that law is a competent 
one. 

The next contention of the learned Counsel for the appellants w’as that the Parlia- 
ment had no competence to enact any law' relating to the control of sugarcane as that 
subject is within the exclusive legislative jurisdiction of the State, the same being 
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a part of agriculture. TWs contention is again unsustainable in view of Entry 33 
of List III of the Constitution which empowers the Parliament to legislate in respect of 
produefion, supply and distribution of foodstuflS. It is not disputed that the Parlia- 
ment had declared by law that it is expedient in public interest that it should exercise 
control over food stuSs. That being so it was well within the competence of Parh’a- 
ment to enact the Act and hence the power conferred on the Government under 
section 3 of the Act cannot be challenged as invalid. 

There is no substance in the contention that the impugned order contravenes the 
fundamental right guaranteed to the citizens under Article 19 (1). No fundamental 
right is conferred on a buyer not to pay the price of the goods purchased by him or 
to pay the same whenever he pleases. 

The contention that in view of section 1 1 of the Act, no cognizance could have 
been taken of the offence alleged is premature. This question does not arise in this 
case. No Court has yet taken cognizance of the case. That stage has stiU to come. 

There is no substance in the contention that the complaint made before the police 
does not disclose a cognizable offence and as such the police could not have taken up 
the investigation of that complaint. The offence complained of is punishable with 
three years’ imprisonment and as such it falls within the 2nd Schedule of the 
Criminal Procedure Code, and consequently the same is a cognizable offence as 
defined in section 4 (1) (f ) of the Criminal Procedure Code. Hence it was open to 
the police to investigate the same. 

For the reasons mentioned above we are unable to accept any of the contentions 
advanced on behalf of the appellants. In the result this appeal fails and the same 
is dismissed. 

V.M.K. Appeal diswissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA.' 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri, G. K. Mitter and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

Dhian Singh ... Appellant* 

V. 

Municipal Board, Saharanpur and Another ... Respondents. 

Prevention of Food Adulteration Act {XXXVII of 1954), section 20 — Scope — Pro- 
secution for an offence under theAct — Requirement of written consent of the Govem- 
. ment or local authorit}*— -Complaint by the Food Inspector — Accused not questioning 
the maintainability of the complaint during the trial as well as in appeal — Acaised 
if could be permitted to raise the contention after the disposal of the appeal. 

Section 20 of the Prevention of Food Adulteration Act, 1954 prescribes that no 
prosecution for an offence under that Act should be instituted except by or wdth 
the written consent of, the Central Government or the State Goveipment or a local 
authority or a person authorised in this'behalf, by general or special order, by the 
' Central Government or the State Government or a local authorit>'; There is no 
dispute that the Municipal Board is a local authority. Hence it was competent to 
file a complaint or authorise some one else to file complaint on its behalf. In the 
present case,- the question whether the Food Iiispector was authorised by the Muni- 
cipal Board to file the complaint was never put into issue. Both the parties.to the 
complaint proceeded on the basis that it was a validly instituted complaint. It was 
never the case of the accused that the complaint was inralid. If the complaint had 
been filed by the Food Inspector on the authority of the local board, the complaint 
must be held to have been instituted by the local board itself. The question 
w'hether he had authority to file the complaint on behalf of the local board is a 
question of fact. Official acts must be deemed to have been done according to law. 

If the accused had challenged the authority of the Food Inspector to file the com- 
plaint, the trial Court would have gone into that question. The accused caimot 
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b; parmitted to take up that contention for the first time after the disposal of the 
appeal. 

ffe/d also that, under section 20 of the Act, no question of applying one’s mind 
to the facts of the case before the institution of the complaint arises as the authority 
to be conferred under that provision can be conferred long before a particular 
offence has taken place. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 18th April, 
1966 of the Allahabad High Court in Criminal Appeal No. 1642 of 1964. 

R. K. Garg and S. C. Agarwal Advocates of Mjs. Raniamttrtbi 6? Co., and 
Sumitra Chakrararty and Uma Dirtt Advocates, for Appellant. 

O. P. Rana, Advocate, for Respondent. No. 2. 

The Judgment of the Court vfas delivered by 

Hegde J . — Two contentions advanced in this appeal by Special Leave are (1) 
that the appeal filed by the Municipal Board Saharanpur before the High Court of 
Allahabad under section 417 (3) of the Criminal Procedure Code was not maintain- 
able in law and (2) the accused could not havrs been convicted on the strength of the 
cerdficate of the Public Analyst annexed to the complaint. The High Corrrt rejected 
both these contentions. 

The material facts relating to this appeal arc these : The accused in this case is 
the proprietor of Khalsa Tea Stall situated in Court Road, Saharanpur. Among 
other things he was selling coloured sweets. On suspicion that the sweets sold by 
him were adulterated, the Food Inspector, Municipal Board, Sharanpur purchased 
from the accused for examination some coloured sweets under a Yaddasht on 31st 
May, 1963, and sent a portion of the same to the Public Analyst of the Government of 
U.P. for examination. The Public Analyst submitted his report on 24th June, 1963. 
It reads ; 


“S’ecRn/e7(3) 

REPORT BY THE PUBLIC ANALYST. 

Report No. 1 1652. 

I hereby certify that I, Dr. R.S. Srivastava, Public Analyst for Uttar Pradesh, 
duly appointed xmder the provisions of the Prevention of Food Adulteration Act^ 
1954, received on the 4th day of June, 1963, from the Food Inspector C/o Medical 
Officer of Health, Municipal Board, Saharanpur a sample of coloured sweets 
(Patisa) prepared in Vanaspati No. 264 for analysis, properly sealed and fastened 
and that I found the seal intact and unbroken. 

L further certify that I have caused to be analysed the aforementioned sample 
and declare the result of the analysis to be as follows : — 

Test for the presence of coal-tar dye: Positive. 

Coal-tar dye identified : — ^Metanil yellow. (Colour Index No. 138). 

analytical data in RESPECT OF FAT OR OIL USED IN THE 
PREPARATION OF THE SAMPLE 

1. BItyro — refractometer reading at 40 C : — 50.5. 

2. Melting point : — ^33.8 C. 

3. Baudouin’s test for the presence of Til oil ; — ^Positive. 

4. Tintometer reading on Lovibond Scale 4.0 Red Units plus 0.1 yellow um't 
coloured with a coal-tar dye namely, Metanil Yellow’ (Colour Index No. 138) 
which is not one of the coal-tar dyc-s permitted for use in foodstuffs under rule 
No. 28 of the Prevention of Food Adulteration Rules, 1955. 

No change had taken place in the constituents of the sample which would have 
interfered with analysis. 
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Signed this 24th day of June, 1963. 

The sample belongs to: — 

S. DHIAN SINGH S/0 JIWAN SINGH. 

R. S. Srivastava,. 

M.Sc. L.L.B. Ph.D. (Lond.), P.R.L.C., 

Public Analyst to Govovernment of U.P. 

Public Analyst, Uttar Pradesh, Lucknow. • 

Sendor’s address : 

The Food Inspector, C/o Medical Officer of Health, Municipal Board, Sahatan- 
pur.” 

On the basis of that certificate, a complaint was filed in the Court of City Magis- 
trate, Saharanpur under section 7 read with section 16 of the Prevention of Food 
Adulteration Act, 1954. It is purported to have been filed by the Municipal Board, 
Saharanpur but it was signed by its Food Inspector. The accused pleaded not guilty. 
Various contentions were taken by the accused in support of his defence. The trial 
Court acquited him taking the view that as the report of the analyst did not contain 
any data, no conviction could be founded on its basis and as the Yeddasht relating to 
the sale had not been attested as required by law, the seizure in question must be 
held to be invalid. As against that decision, the Municipal Board of Saharanpur 
went up in appeal to the High Court under section 417 (3), Criminal Procedure Ccidc. 
The High Court allowed the appeal disagreeing with the trial Court on both the ques- 
tions of law referred to earlier. It came to the conclusion that the analyst had given 
the necessary data and hence his report afforded sufficient basis for conviction. 

It further opined that the fact that the Yaddasht had not been attested by the witnesses 
of the locality, did not ritiate the seizure made. At the hearing of the appeal, no 
objection about the maintainability of the appeal w’as taken. The judgment of the 
High Court was rendered on 18th April, 1966. The High Court convicted the appel- 
lant and sentenced him to undergo rigorous imprisonment for two months and to 
pay a fine of Rs. 100, .in default to undergo further imprisonment for a period of one 
month. On 28th April, 1966, the accused filed an application for certificate under 
Article 134 of the Constitution. On 4th May, 1966, when the application filed under 
Article 134 of the Constitution for certificate was stilt pending, the accused moved 
the High Court under section 561-A, Criminal Procedure Code, tor reviewing its 
judgment of dated 18th April, 1966, principally on the ground that the appeal filed 
by the Municipal Board was not maintainable under section 417 (3), Criminal 
Procedure Code as the complaint had been instituted by the Food Inspector and not 
by the Municipal Board. The application under section 561 (A) was dismissed by 
the High Court as per its order of 16th March, 1967 repelling the contention of the 
accused that the complaint had not been instituted by the Municipal Board. It 
further came to the conclusion that it had no power to review its own judgment. 
The certificate prayed for under Article 134 of the Constitution was also refused by a 
separate order of the same date. Thereafter this appeal was brought after obtaining 
Special Leave. ' ’ , _ 

Mr. Garg, learned Counsel for the appellant strenuously contended that the 
appeal filed by the Municipal Board of Saharanpur before the High Court under 
section 417(3), Criminal Procedure Code, was not maintainable as the complaint from 
which that appeal had arisen had been instituted by the Food Inspector. Section 
417(3) of the Criminal Procedure Code, provides that if an order of acquittal is passed 
in any case instituted upon complaint, the High Court may grant to the complaint 
Special Leave to appeal against the order of acquittal. It is clear from that section 
tha"t Special Leave under that provision can only be granted to the complainant and to 
no one else. If may be noted that in this case no appeal against acquittal had been 
filed by the State. Hence the essential question for consideration is whether the 
complainant before the Magistrate was the Municipal Board of Saharanpur ? The 
complainant shown in the complaint is the Municipal Board of Saharanpur but the 
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complaint was signed by the Food Inspector. Section 20 of the Preventmn of Food 

Aduheration Act, 1954 prescribes that no piosecution for f ° °5r?mrafGoveitnt 
should b- instituted except by, or with the written consent of, the Central Gove^tnt 

or the State Government or a local authority or a 
by general or special order, by the Central Govei^ent Jhe 

local authority. There is no dispute that the Municipal Board a loral autnomy. 

Hence it was competent to file a complaint. It Adulteration 

authorise someone else to file complaints under ® ^ |jj, the 

“S;.laS,t on its behalf. Neither in tte Court 

of heanng of the appeal, any boA these Courts and the parties 

abihty either of the complaint or of the ^PP®? . , T>f,ard Saharanpur was the com- 

before it proceeded on the basis jhe ® iSnt of £ behalfi It is only 

plainant and its Food Inspector had ^ ^ took up the contention 

after the disposal of the appeal, the accused for ^ time looi. up 

that the Municipal Board was not the real complaman . 

It is true that the complaint was sigaed by h£^to°fflc the complaint, 

it was competent for the Municipal w j-^^l Board to file the complaint 

The question whether he was authonsed by th ^plaint proceeded on the basis 

was never put into issue. Both the P^f^'S^^^^Spal Howard had not authorised 
that it was a validly mstituted complamt. ^ ^ maintainable. If that is so, 

him to file the complaint then the complaint K was never th^ 

no question of the invalidity of the appeal an ^ ^ Aggurwal v. Delhi 

case of the accused that the complamt by one of the officers of a 

Administration^, this Court has held that ^ . P . ■ g complaint instituted by 
local authority at the instance of that authm J -which we are concerned in 

that local authority. Therefore if the authority of local board, the 

this case had been filed by the Food Insperto board itself. The ques- 

complainl must be held to have been the complaint on behalf of the 

tion whether the Food Inspector X must be deemed to have been done 

local board is a question of fact. j the authority of the Food Inspector 

according to law. If the accused had j^to that question. The accused 

to file the complaint, the trial Court would ^ % the first time after the disposal of 

cannot be permitted to take up that coirten objection as re^r s 

the appeaL This Court refused entertain for the f 

the validity of a sanction granted in Mmg ^ jef for the accu^d that n 

Maharashtra and another" Mr. of Food Adulteration Act, 195 

permission under section 20 of validlv instituting a complamt , 

file a complaint is a condition condition must be satisfartonly p 

provisions of that Act. The fulpnent of that ronffit Without such a 

by the complainant befoie a Court c^n entertam tn^^^ ^ L 

proof, the Court wiU have no the Scision of the 

tion of his he sought to take assistant f ^ Madan Mohan Singh jj 

Gokulchand Dwarkadas Morarka y. gtion of the validiiy of 

ofU.P.\ Both those decisions deal with the q^s The provisior^ under which 

given for the institution of certain o^^^nna P sanctioning authonty ® PX ^s. 
sanction was sought in those cases req . ^gution for instituting the pr - ^ 

mind and find out whether there was any j^t ^ i«id down that in such cases,^th^ 


^aui;i.iou was sougui in inobv; ,, ;„ct;fication lor inbLiiuwx*£, — zr , 

mind and find out whether there was any gc “^deice 

The Judicial Committee as well as Court has^J^^.^^ the olh^ ewdcnce 

Court must be satisfied either from ^Xf^ie the sanctioning ^he Stio 

that all the relevant facts had been its mind to those !' Jhe ratio 

authority had granted the sanetton fPJJ^this case. Under section 20 of h 
of those decisions has no bearing J^^^/frno question of ap plying one s mmd^t o- 
Pr ^ention of Food Adulte ration Act, ^ — 

1- Crl. A. No. too of 1966 decided on 27th (*3®^^(ig4l) 1 M LJ 243 : (1935) 75I.A. 30. 

blay, 1969 . 4 A-I-R- 1954 S.C. 637. 

2- (1966)2S.CJ.87 :(1966)M.L-J-(Crl.)506 . 
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the facts of the case before the institution of the complaint arises as the authority 
to be conferred under that provision can be conferred long before a particular offence 
has taken place. It is a conferment of an authority to institute a particular case or 
even a classs of cases. That section merely prescribed that person or authorities 
designated in that section are alone competent to file complaints under the statute in 
question. 

For the reasons mentioned above, we arc unable to accept the contention of the 
accused that the Municipal Board of Saharanpur ws not competent to file the appeal. 

The only other question canvassed before us is that the report of the analyst could 
not have afforded a valid basis for foimding the conviction as the data on the basis 
of which the analyst had reached his conclusion is not found in that report or other- 
wise made available to the Court. We are unable to accept this contention as well. 
It is not correct to say that the report does not contain the data on the basis of which 
the analyst came to his conclusion. The relevant data is given in the report. A 
r^ort somewhat similar to the one before us was held by this Court to contain suffi- 
cient data in Mangaldas's case^ referred to earlier. The correct view of the law on 
the subject is as stated in the decision of the Allahabad High Court in Nagar 
Maliapalika of Kanpur v. Sri Rant\ wherein it is observed : 

“That the report of the public analyst under section 13 of the Prevention of 
Food Adulteration Act, 1954, need not contain the mode or particulars of analysis 
nor the test applied but should contain the result of analysis namely, data from 
which it can be inferred whether the article of food was or was not adulterated as 
defined in section 2 (1) of the Act.” 

In the result the appeal fails and the same is dismissed. The appellant is on 
hail. He should surrender to his bail and serve the sentence imposed on him. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present; — M. Hidayatullah, Chief Justice, J. M. Shelat, V, Bhargava, 
K. S. Hegde and a. N. Grover, JJ. 

Kumari Ghitra Ghosh and another . . Appellants* 

V. 

Union of India and others . . Respondents. 

■Constitution of India (1950), Article 14 — Scope — Leg'islation — Reasonable Classification — 
Test — Classification to be founded on intelligible differentia and differentia to have a 
rational relation to the object sought to be achieved. 

-Constitution of India (1950), Article 14 — Scope — Admission to medical college — Reservation 
of seals to sons and daughters of Union territories other than Delhi, Central Government 
servants posted in Indian Missions abroad and cultural, Colombo Plan and Thailand 
scholars---Classification, if satisfies the test of reasonableness. 

The first group of persons for -^vhom seats have been reserved are the sons and 
daughters of residents of Union territories other than Delhi. Tliese areas are 
well known to be comparatively back\\'ard and the exception of Himachal 
"Pradesh they do not have any Medical College of their own. It vas necessary 
that persons desirous of receiving medical education from these areas should be 
^provided some facility for doing so. As regards the sons and daughters of Central 
Government servants posted in Indian Missions abroad it is equally well known 
ftat due to exigencies of their service these persons are faced ivitli lot of difficulties 
in the matter of education. Apart from the problems of languge, it is not easy 
or always possible to get admission into institution imparting medical education 

• C A. Ko. 452 of 1969. 
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A STUDY OF ‘ ERROR OF LAW APPARENI ON THE FACE OF 

THE RECORD 

By 

(Mrs.) SaRENDR.A Varshney, B. Sc. l. l. m. Law Lecturer, Lucknow University. 

A superior Court can review tlie decision of a tribunal if there is an error of law 
apparent on the face of the record. A tribunal may commit an error of fact or an 
error of law within its jurisdiction. A superior Court cannot however correct the 
errors because if the superior Court interferes then the case could be decided novo; 
the superior Court cannot assume functions of an Appellate Court. The superior 
Court can interfere only if the enor is patent on record and no arguments are 
required to establish it. The error of law apparent on the face of the record is always 
self evident and demonstrable. It means that the supervising Court cannot weigh 
the evidence or cannot interfere with the findings of fact of the inferior tribunal. 
■‘An error in the decision or determination itself may also be amenable to a writ of 
certiorari but it must be a manifest errorapparent on the face of the proceedings e.g., 
when it is based on clear ignorance or disregard of the provisions of law. In other 
words, it is only a patent error which can be corrected by certiorari, but not a mere 
wrong’ \ A wrong decision cannot be reviewed by the Superior Court and 
the reason is that if a tribimal has jurisdiction to decide then it includes jurisdiction 
^o decide rightly as well as wrongly. If the tribunal has given a wrong decision then 
it can be corrected by way of appeal, if provided in the statute. A wrong finding 
of fact cannot be interfered with by reviewing Court unless the fact is a jurisdictional 
fact. If the renewing Court interferes with the erroneous finding of fact then the 
reviewing Court would convert itself into a Court of appeal which is not permissible 
by the law. “The Court issuing a writ of certiorari acts in exercise of a supervisory 
and not appellate jurisdiction. One consequence of this is the that the Court will 
not review findings of fact reached by the inferior Court Oi tribunal even if they be 
-ermeous.”- 


1. Per Mukherjea, J. in T.C. Basappa v. T. Nagappa, (1954) S.C.l. 695 : (1955) I S.C.R. 250: 
A.I.R. 1954 S.C. 440 at page 444. 

Similar views were expressed by Morris, LJ. in R. v. Korthumberland Compensation Appeal 
Tri5a7ra/£.rp. 5Ai7nT,LJR. (1952) 1 K3.33Sa*pagc357. The Lord Jus' ice said, ‘It is plain that 
.emwrarj will not issue as the cloak of an appeal in disguise. It does notliein order to bringup 
an order or decision for rehearing of the issue raised in the proceedings. It exist to correct error 
of law when revealed on the face of an order or decision or irregularity or absence of or excess of 
jurisdiction W'hen shown.’ 

Gajendragadkar, J. in Sri Amhika Mills Co. v S.B. Bkatt, (1961) 1 M.L J. (S.C ) 19S: (1961) I 
.An.W.R. (S.C.) 19S: (1961)1 S.CJ.643: A.I.R. 1961 S.C. 970 at 973.,observed, ‘There is no doubt 
•that it is only errors of law which are apparent on the face of the record that can be corrected, and 
-errors of fact though they may be apparent on the face of the record cannot be corrected.’ 

See also Nagcndra Kath Bora v. Comnussianer of Hills Division, (1958) S.C'R. 1240 : (19':8) 
•S.CJ. 798 : A.I.R. 1958 S.C. 398. 

2. Hari Vishnu Kamath v. Syed Ahmad Iskaqiie, lI9S5) S CJ. 26": (19551 1 M.L J (SC) 
357 : (19^5) 1 S.C.R. 1104 at p. 1121 : A.I.R. 1955 S.C. 233. 

S J — 4 



22 


THE SUPREME COURT JOURNAL. 


[1970 


Wlmt u error of law apparent on the face of the record. 

Now it is evident that the Superior Courts would interfere if there is an error of 
lavr apparent on the face of the record. But what is error of law apparent on the 
face of the record.? No .error could fae said to be apparent on the face of the record 
if it w'as not self evident and if it required an examination or argument to establish it ^ 
The same riew was also expressed bj Gajendragadkar, J./as difficulty however, arises 
when it is attempted to lay down tests for deter mining when an error of law' can be 
said to be an error apparent on the face of the record. Sometimes it is said that it is 
only errors which are self evident, that is to say, which are evident without any 
elaborate examination of the merits that can be corrected and not those which can 
be discovered only after the elaborate argument^. But an error of law may be self- 
evident to a particular judge and not to another because juch'cial opinions may differ ® 
In such situations it is very difficult to define what is an error apparent on the face 
of the record. The fact is that what is an error apparent on the face of the record 
cannot be defined precisely or exhaustively, there being an element of indefiiriteness 
inherent in its very nature and it must be left to be determined judicially on the facts 
of each case ®. Similarly, a finding based on no eridence is an error of law apparent 
on the face of the record. But errors in appreciation of documentary evidence or 
errors in drawing inferences are not errors of law and can be corrected only by way 
of appeal’. If a statutory provision is capable reasonably of tw'o constructions and 
one construction has been adopted by the inferior Court then it carmot be 
said that the construction so made constitutes an error of law' apparent on 
the record®. When an error of law apparent on the face of the record is found and 
a writ of certiorari is issued the usual course to adopt is to correct the error and send 
the case back ot the inferior Court or tribunal foi its decision in accordance w'ith 
law. In such cases the reviewing Court cannot consider the evidence itself and reach 
its own conclusions in the dispute involved therein®. In Champsay Bhara & Co. v. 
Jivraj Bailoo Spinning and Weaving Co^”., Lord Dunedin said that an error on the 
face of an award means that the Court must find whether there is any legal proposition 
which is the basis of such an award. His Lordship also observed that where an 


• 3. Chagla, C.J.inSaIttkK. Vya^v. Surat Muiicipality. A.I.R. 1953 Bom. 133 it is 

well established that the High Court cannot in exercise of i ts power under that section (section 
107 of the Government of India Act, 1915) assume appellate powers to correct every mistake of 
law.’ Per A.K. Sarkar J. in Satyanarayan w MaWkarjun. (1960) S CJ. 1065 : (I960) S C.R. S90 : 
A.XR. 1960 S.C. 137 at page 142. 

4. ShriAmilca Mills Co. v. S.B. Bhatt, (1961) I S.CJ. 643 : (1951) I M.L J. (S.C.) 19S : {1961} 

1 An. W.R. (S.C.) 198 : A.T.R. 1961 S.C. 970 at page 975. 

5. Venkatarama Ayyar, J. in BTari Vishnu Kanutth v. S.A. Isaque, (1955) S.CJ. : (1955) I 
M.LJ. (S.C.) 157: (1955) 1 S.C.R. 1104 at page 1123 said ‘There must be cases even this test might, 
break down because judicial opinions also differ, and an error that may be considered by one judge 
as self evident might not be so considered by another.’ 

6. (1955) 1 S C.R. 1104 at page 1124 : (1955) S.CJ. 267 : (1955) 1 M.LJ. (S.C.) 157. 

7. Kaitshaiya Devi arA others v. Bachittar Singh and others, A.I.R. 1960 S C- 1168. 

8. Gajendragadkar, J. in Syed Yahoob \. K.S. Badkakrisknan and others, (1964) 5 S C.R. 64: 
A.I.R. 1964 S.C. 477,480; ‘ An error which has to be established by a long drawn process of reaso- 
ning on a point svhere there may conceis-ably be two opinions can hardly be said to be an, error 
apparant on the face of the record. Satya hharayan x'. Maiiikarajun, (I960) S.CJ. 1065: (1960) 
S.C.R. 890 : A.I.R. I960 S.C. 137 at page I41-14Z 

9. Gajendragadkar, J. in T. Brcm Sagar v. Mjs. Standard Vaccum Oil Corpn., (1964) 5 S C R. 
1030 : AI.R. 1965 SC. Ill at page 118. 

10. I,.R. (1973) A.C. 480 : 44 M.LJ. 706 ; LR. 50 lA- 324 ; A-I.R. 1923 P.C 66. 
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award is challenged upon such a ground it is not possible to read words into it or to 
draw inferences and the award or the order must be taken as it stands Two learned 
English writers, Griffith and Street, have observed. ‘ There may be an error of law 
on the face of the record either because the facts, being fully stated on the record, are 
plainly inconsistent in law with the decision reached or because a wrong proposition 
of law has been rehed on in the record’ But the formula given by the learned 
writers is not always applicable and does not cover all the cases of error of law 
apparent on the face of the record. It appears that it is impossible to define error of 
law apparent on the face of the record. Whether or not an impugned error is an 
error of law which is apparent on the face of the record must always depend upon 
the facts and circumstances of each case and upon the nature and scope of the legal 
provision alleged to have been misconstrued or contravened. 

In England, the first case where a writ of certiorari was issued against a decision 
of an Administrative Tribunal, on the ground of error apparent on the face of the 
record, was R. v. Nortiwmberland Compensation Appeal Tribunal Exp. Shaw'^^. In 
that case, due to the National Health Service Act, 1946, the applicant lost his service 
in a Hospital Board. Some Compensation was awarded by the Compensation 
Authority to him according to the provisions of the Act, Aggrieved by the amount 
awarded he took the matter to the tribunal. The Tribunal calculated the duration 
of the applicant’s services without taking into account the service of the appficant 
with the local Govenunent B oard. The Tribunal rejected the appeal of the applicant 
The applicant applied to the Divisional Court for an order of certiorari to quasi 
the order of the Tribunal. Before the divisional Court, it was admitted by the counsel 
for the Tribunal that there was an error on the face of the order made by the Tribunal 
blit contended that no certiorari could be issued against a statutory tribunal on the 
ground of error of law on the face of the record. But the Divisional Court granted 
the order for certiorari. The Tribunal appealed. The Court of Appeal dismissed 
the appeal and held that there was an error of law on the face of the record The 
Tribunal gave a “speaking order” where the Tribunal considered the services of the 
applicant to the Hospital Board only and did not consider the service of the appli- 
cant with the Local Government Board. Morris L. J., said ‘it is plain that certiorari 
will not issue as the cloak of an appeal in disguise. It does not lie in order to bring 
an order or decision for lehearing of the issue raised in the proceedings. It exists 
to correct error of law where revealed on the face of an order or decision or 
irregularity or absence of or excess of jurisdiction where shown.’ 


11. This dictum was followed in Mis. Bharat Barrel and Drum Mfs. Co. \ LK Bose and 

others. (1967) 1 S C.R. 739 : (196S) 1 S C.J. 199 : A I.R. 1967 S C. 361. ’ 

12. ‘ Principles of Administrative Law’ (1959) at page 2IS. 219. This idea of Griffith and 
Street is reflected in the decision of Gajendragadkar in Syed Yakoob v. K.S. Radhakrishnan (’1964) 
5 S.e.R. 64 : A I.R. 1964 S C. 477 at page 4S0. as ‘ Thus where it is manifest or clear that the 
conclusion of law recorded by an inferior Court or Tribunal is based on a statutory provision 
sometimes in ignorance of it, or may be even in disregard of it. or is expressly founded on rea. ' 

which are wrong in law, the said conclusion can be corrected by a writ of cer/zorcr/ In all 

cases, the impugned conclusion should be so plainly inconsistent with the relevant statutory 
sion that no difficulty, is experienced by the High Court in holding on the face of the record 

13. Per Gajendragadkar, y. in Syed Yakoob v. K.S. Radhakrishnan fl9641 s c t. 

A.13.. 1964 S.C. 477, 4S0. ’ ^ ‘ ^ ^4 r 

14. L.R. (1952) 1 Q.B. 33S. 
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The first Indian case where a writ of certiorari was issued against the decision 
-of administrative tribunal on the ground of error of law apparent on the face of re- 
cord was Hari Vishnu Kamath v. Syed Ahmed Ishague^^. Writ of certior&ri was 
issued on the ground of the error of law apparent on the face of the record when votes 
were counted against the provisions of rule 47 (c) of the rules made imder the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 ; when a person was dismissed^’ from ser- 
vice on the charge of having poh'tical leaning but not as haring had any objectionble 
activity amounting to misconduct. Certiorari was not issued on the ground of 
erroneous finding of facts because whether petitioner had a workshop or not at 
terminus of a route was a pure question of fact^® and the High Court had no 
jurisdiction to interfere with the finding recorded by the appellate Tribunal and the 
High Court cannot seek to correct it by issuing a writ of certiorari. 

What is Record. 

A record comprises the document in which determinations of a decision are re- 
■corded. It also comprises the document which initiates the proceedings, the pleadings 
if any and the adjudication^®. A statement of reasons given®® by the Tribunal is 
•deemed to be part of the record. If the record is incomplete the Superior Court can 
ask the inferior Court or tribimal to complete it. Error of law will, not usually be 
•disclosed unless the Tribunal has given reasons for its decision. Bur an error of 
law may sometimes be held to be apparent on the face of the record even though 
the Tribunal has not set out or has not fully set out its process of legal reasoning®^. 

Speaking Order. 

A speaking order is an order where rc-asons for the decision are set out. If in 
the decision reasons are not given than it would be very difficult for the reviewing 
Court to issue a writ of certiorari. It seems that it would be correct to say that where 
the impugned decision does not give any reasons whatsoever, so that evidence has 
to be taken in order .to discover the erroneous reasons, the Court will not do so, in 
the exercise of its power to issue certiorari; if the impugned order is a ‘speaking order’ 
i.e., the reasons for the decision are set out therein, the Court will issue certiorari. 

The word speaking order can be traced from Walsall Overseers v. London and 
North Western Ry. Co.-\ where. Lord Cams said: All that was necessary was that 
the Court of Quarter Sessions, in making its order, should . not make it an rmspeaking 
-or unintelligible order, but should in some way, state upon the lace of the order the 
•elements which had led to the decision of the Court of Quarter Sessions, stated upon 
the face of the order, by way of recital, that the facts were so and so, and the grounds 
•of its decision were such as were so stated ; than the order became upon the face 
of it a speaking order ; and if that which was stated upon the face of the order, in 
the opinion of any party, was not suchas to warrant the order, than that party might 

15. (1955) 1 S.C.R. 1104 : (1955) S.C.J. 267 : (1955) 1 M.L.J. (S.C.) 157. 

16. Ibid. 

17. Dakshinamurthi v. State of Madras and others, I.L.R. (1964)1 Mad. 861: (1964) M.LJ. 
<CrI.) 671 : (1964) 2 M.L.J. 535 : A.I.R. 1967 Mad. 392. 

18. Syed Yakoob w.KS. Radhakrlshnan and others, (1964) 5 S.C'R. 64 ; A.I.R. 1964 S.C. 477. 

19. RerDennins L.J. in S/iaK’VcaJc, L.R.(1952) 1 K.B. 338 at 352. 

20. See section 12 of the Tribunals and Inquiries Act, 1958. 

21. De S.-nith-Judicial Control of Administrative Action-page 303. 

22. (1878) L.R. 4 App. Cas.30. 
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go to the Court of Queen’s Bench and point to the order as one which told its own 
story, and ask the Court of Queen’s Bench to remove it by certioTari,s.n6. when so 
removed to pass judgment upon it, whether it should or should not be quashed-^. 
In this case Lord Cairns distinguished an ‘unspeaking order’ from a ‘speaking order.’ 
Later this dictum of Lord Cairns was followed in R. v. Northumberl^ CoTt^ensa- 
tion Appeal Tribiaial, Exp Shmv-^, where Lord Goddard said ‘ Similarly anything 
that is stated in the order which an inferior Court has made and which has been 
brought up into this Court can be examined by the Court, if it be a speaking order, 
that is to say, an order which sets out the grounds of the decision " The North umber- 
land case^^ was followed in Rati Vishnu Kamath v. Syed Ahmed IshagueK 

"When an administrative authority is inflicting punishment upon a person, the 
order of punishment must contain reasons for the decision because the authority acts 
in a quasi-judicial manner in inflicting the punishment. So where punishiog 
administrative authority passed an order without assigning any reason for the removal 
of an employee for his unsatisfactory conduct, it was held that the omission to give 
reasons made the order of removal illegal-. Hence the order of the Tribunal must 
ex facie disclose the reasons®, which persuded the Tribunals to give such decision. 
The statement of reasons in a decision of lower Court or authority is not only re- 
levant in case of judicial review but it is also relevant in case of an appeal because in 
the absence of reasons it is impossible for the Courts exercising appellate powers, 
or powers of superintendence, to see whether or not the authority was influenced 
by any extraneous considerations*. The Supreme Court of India has very 
recently said® that an order of an administrative authority should contain reasons 
for it. Hidayatullah , J., observ'ed . The next question is whether government was 
justified in making the order of 26th April, 1955 ? That order gives no reasons at all. 
The Act lays upon the Government a duty which obviously must be performed in a 
judicial marmer. The appellants do not seem to have been heard at all. The Act 
bars a siut and there is all the more reason that Government must deal with such cases 
in a quasi judicial manner giving an opportunity to the claimants to state their case 
in the Ught of the report of the Deputy Commissioner. The appellants were also 
entitled to know their reason why their claim for the grant of money or a pension was 
rejected by Government and how they were considered as not falling within the class 
of persons who it was clearly intended by the Act, it to be compensated in this man- 
ner®. This statement clearly shows as to what should be done by an administrative 
authority while pronouncing a decision. It is clear now on these discussed authorities 
that an administrative authority should pronounce its decisions with reasons. 


23. (1S7S) L.R. 4 A.C. 30 at page 40. 

24. LJt. (1951) 1 K3. 71 1. 

25. L.R. (1951) 1 K3. 711 at page 71S. 

1. (1955) 1 S.CJt. 1104; (1955) S.CJ. 267 : (1955) 1 M.LJ. (S.C.) 157. 

2. P-T. Joseph. V. Superintendent of Post Offices, A.I.R. 1961 Ker. 197. 

3. M. Ramayya v. State of Andhra, A.I3. 1956 Andh- 217. 

4. Jagannatk Kask:rtathKa\ccdakar\. Onion of India cr.d others, A.i.'R. 1961 Delhi 121 124. 

5. Sardar Covindrao v. State of M-P-, (1966) 1 S.CJ. 4S0 ; (1965) 1 S.CJl. 67S • A.TJI ’l96S 
S.C. 1222. 

6. AJJl. 1965 S.C. 1222 at page 1226 : (1966) I S.CJ. 4S0 : (1965) 1 S.CR. 678. 
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OMBUDSMEN IN DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 


By 

Joseph Minattur* 

Ombudsman is defined as “ a legislative commissioner for the investigation 
of citizens’ complaints of bureaucratic abuse.” ^ 

In an attempt at describing him and his ofiice, the Tliirty-second American 
Assembly stated that he is 

“ an independent, high-level oflScer who receives complaints, ^^•ho pursues 
inquiries into matters involved, and who makes recommendations for suitable 
action. He may also investigate on his o^vn motion. He makes periodic pubbc 
reports. His remedial weapons are persuasion, criticism and publicity. He 
cannot as a matter of law reverse administrative action.”® 

It is common knowledge that the institution of Ombudsman originated m 
Sweden. Provision was made for it in the Swedish Constitution of 1809. Finlan 
adopted the institution in 1919. and Denmark made provision for it in the 
tution of 1953. In 1962 Nonray appointed an Ombudsman for Civil A airs. 
The same year tvitncsscd a country in the Commonwealth New Zealand ’a op 
ing the institution. 

From the time Professor Stephan Hurwitz, the Danish Ombudsman, who took 
office in 1955, began propagating the Ombudsman idea, enthusiasm 
for it in mcny parts of the world. We have seen that New Zealand a 
institution in 1952. A few years later a Parliamentary Commissioner for nuni- 
tration %vas appointed in the United Kingdom. Two provinces of^ 

Albeita and New Brunswick, as well as the State cf Hav’ai in tlie Unite ta 
appointed their Ombudsmen. Northern Ireland may appoint one very soo 
One hears in England talk of an Ombudsman for hospitals. A London boroug 
council announced the appointment of an unofficial Ombudsman. ^ An er 
University, it is reported, has appointed an Ombudsman to deal with student_^ - 
vances; even department .stores in the United States have not been ® 

■on the Ombudswaggon; one of them in San Francisco has appointed an m u 

to deal with customer’s complaints.* 

Two developing countries of the Commonwealth, Guyana and Mauritius, 
recently adopted the institution. India contemplates adopting it at two Icvc^, 


* Ph. D , LL D., D CX , Barrister-at-Law. 

1. S.V. Anderson, “ Ombudsman”, in EnoclopaedtaBmanmca, 

2. Quoted in S.V. Anderson{ed) Ombudsman for American Goiernment . 

defintion is required here is one from Professor E>.C. Rowat. He says that ‘^Om “ “ ; 

independent, politically neutralofficer of the legislature. 

■who receives and investigates complaints from the pu ic agains r"Thc Spr«id of the 

has the power to criticize and publicize, but not to reverse such action. ( The bpiMO 01 

Ombudsman Idea” in S.V. Anderson (ed) Ombudsman for 

3 FP Ridley, “The Ombudsw’aggon”,Aur;iflWcn/crj’qira'«VoI. XXI, p. 285. 

4 ’ F P Sdley. op. cit.p. 286 ; D C. Rowat, TTie Ombudsman ; Citizen s Defender.p. 15. 
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one Ombudsman for investigating complaints against ministers and secretaries 
to government, and a number of others to investigate administrative acts of other 
public authorities at the Centre and in the States. In Singapore, the Constitutional 
Connnission recommended the adoption of constitutional provisions for an Ombud- 
man similar to those in Guyana and Mauritius. 

When there is so much ' Ombudsmania ’ it may be worthwhile lo look at the 
institution as adopted in two Commonwealth countries. Guj^na and Mauritius 
iave been selected for this purpose, in view of the fact that they may provide the 
necessary guidelines for other developing cormtries of the Commonwealth ■where 
the adoption of the institution is contemplated. 

In Guyana 

A separate part of Chapter V dealing with the Executive in the Contitution 
of Guyana is devoted to the office of the Ombudsman. This part deals with his 
appointment, his jurisdiction, fiis function on concluding an investigation and his 
aimaal report to the National Assembly. 

The Ombudsman in Guyana is to be appointed by the Governor-General on 
the recommendation of the Prime Minister after consulting with the Leader rf the 
Opposition.® He is precluded from performing the functions of any other public 
office, and also from holding any other office of profit except with the approval of 
the Prime IvTinister in each paiticular case, and from engaging in any other occupa- 
tion for reward. ® The appointment is for a term of four years. He may be removed 
for inability to discharge the functions of his office or for misbehiviour if a tribunal 
to which, the question of removing him from office has been referred recommends 
such removal.’ The Governor-General appoints the tribunal on the advice of 
the Prime Minister and it tvill consist of a Chairman and at least two members selec- 
ted by the Prime Minister, after consultation with the Judicial Ser\ice Commis- 
sion.® 

The Ombudsman may investigate any administrative action taken by any 
■department of government or by ^ny other authority or by Ministers®, cfficers or 
members of such department or authority on or after Independence 
day’® 

He may investigate any such action. 

(/) if a complaint made made to him by any person alleging that the 
complainant has' sirstained injustice on account of a fault in administration. 

(n) if a Minister or a Member of the National Assembly requests the Ombud- 
sman to conduct an investigation on the ground that some person has or may have 
sustained such injustice. • 


5. Constitution of Guyana, Article 52 (2). 

6. Article 52 (3). v 

7. Article 52 (5). 

S. Article 53. - - 

9. In Denmark, Finland and Norsvay, the Ombudsman has jurisdiction to investigate the 
adminbtrative actions of Ministers. In Sweden, ■ivhere his powers of investigation do not extend 
to the Ministers, the administrative departments are independent of the Ministers. They have no 
political respoiuibility for the measures decided upon by subordinate, but independent officials. 
iSee Rowat : The Ombudsman : Citizen's Defender, p. 26).: 

10. that is. 26th May, 1966. - 
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(Hi) on his own motion when he considers that some person has or may have 
sustained such injustice. 

The complaint may he made by the aggrieved person himself or by his repre- 
sentative in cases where he is unable to act for himself.^” 

He is precluded from investigating an action(or inaction) when the complainant 
has a remedy in Court, or a right of appeal, review or reference before any other 
independent tribrmal. He may, however, conduct an investigation if he is satis- 
fied that in the particular circumstances it is not reasonable to espect the com- 
plainant to take or to have taken proceedings in a Court.^® Further, he is not 
precluded from investigating an action on the ground that the complainant can 
apply to the High Court for redress in cases where contravention of his firnda- 
mental rights is alleged. 

A schedtde annexed to the Constitution lists a number of matters exempted 
from die jurisdiction of the Ombudsman. They are: 

(i) matters certified by a Minister to affect relations betunen Guyana and 
other States or international organisations, 

(it) action taken for protecting the security of the State or investigating 
crime, including action taken in regard to passports for any of these purposes. 

(Hi) proceedings in a Court, 

(iv) appointments to offices imder the Crown, appointments made by or 
with the approval of the Governor-General or any Minister, action taken in relation 
to any present or former holder of any such office or emplojment, 

(v) action taken in respect of orders or directions to naval, militar}',^* 
air or police force or prison sendee, 

(m) the exercise of the prerogative of mercy. 

(zni) the grant of honors, awards and priidl^es, 

(vHi) action taken in matters relating to contractual or other commercial 
dealings with the members of the public other than action by any authority empo- 
wered to determine the persons with whom any contract shall be made by the > 
government and any authority specified by Parbament. 

(ix) action taken in any country outside Gujana by or on behalf of a repre- 
sentative of the government of Guyana or any officer of that government. 

(x) any action ivhicb under the terms of the Constitution is precluded from 
inquiry by a Court. 

Action taken by the Judicial Service Commission is ako exempted 
fix»m bis jurisdiction.^® But authorities empowered to determine with whom the 
government is to enter into contracts as well as any other authorities specified by 
Parliament are subject to his investigatory powers.*^® 

11. Article 53 (2). 

12. Article 53 (7). 

13. Article 53 (3) (t). 

14. In Sweden, Nonvay and West Germany, there are Ombudsmen for Military Affairs. 

15. Article 53 (6). 

16. Article 53 {5J 
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The Ombudsman can, in general, act in his individual judgment in deciding 
whether to initiate, continue or discontinue an investigation.^® When he decides- 
not to initiate or to discontinue an investigation, he is required to report the matter 
to the person who made the complaint or the request to investigate.®® He may 
refuse to initiate or may discontinue an investigation if it appears to him that 

(:) the complaint is in relation to an action of which the complainant had 
knowledge for more than twelve'months, 

(it) the subject matter is trivial, 

(«':') the complaint is frivolous or vexatious or not made in good faith, 

(ir) the complainant has no sufficient interest in the subject matter of the 
complaint. 

After conducting an investigation he should report to the department or autho- 
rity concerned the results of his investigation and in cases where he is of the opinion 
that a person or body of persons has sustained an injustice on account of a fault in 
administration, he should commimicate his reasons for the opinion to the department 
or authority and make suitable recommendations to rectify the fault.®® He should 
also inform the complainant or the Minister or the member of the legislature svho 
made the request for investigation of the nature of the injustice when he is of the 
opinion that a person or body of persons has sustained injustice.®® WTien he is 
of the opinion that no injustice has been sustained, he should inform the person 
concerned of the opinion and give him the reason for it.®* If no action has been 
taken within a reasonable time by the department or authority on the basis of his 
recommendation svhere an injustice has been sustained, he may make a special 
report to the National Assembly®®. He is also required to make an annual general 
report to the Assembly^ Parliament may make such supplementaiy and ancillary 
provisions as appear necessar>' and expedient for the procedure to be followed by 
the Ombudsman in his investigations, for the manner in "iv’hich complaints and 
requests are to be made, for the payment of a fee in respect of any complaint or 
investigation, and also for the powers, duties and privileges of the Ombudsman or 
of other persons or authorities in obtaining or disclosing information for the purpose 
of investigation or report by the Ombudsman®. 

The Constitution defines fault in administration to include contravention of 
the constitutional provision prohibiting discriminationon grounds of race, place of 
origin, political opinion, colour, or creed.® It may also be mentioned that a 
reference to an action by the administration includes its failure to act,* 

In Maujititis 

Before attempting to appraise the system in Guyana, it may be useful to look 
at the institution as established in Mauritius, so that comparisons may be drawn 
easily and more intelligibly. 

19. Article 53 (4). 

20. Article 53 (9). 

21. Article 53 (4). 

22. Article 54 (1). 

23. Article 54 (2) (a). 

24. Article 54 (2) (6). 

25. Article 54 (3). 

1. Article 54 (4). 

2. Article 55. 

3. Article 56. 

4. Article 53 (10). 

S J— 5 
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The Constitutioam Maaritius has a ahole chapter demoted to the ; 

la a aamher ofatatters. theprovisioas are act dissi^ trei" atpe^ » 
tion of Gu^aaa. Bat there ate also ,o rtat- 

important. It inay therefore be ads-isable, at the .^dioat 

marise the main pro%-isioiis so that a complete pictu P 

the aid of a multitude of cross-references. 


In Mauritius the Ombudsman is not empowered to 

action (or inaction) of Ministers. But this exemption f^^';^onsSutional 
have bL envisaged as a temporary^ and transitional measure. The ConsUtu 

Ckimmissionei for Mauritius reported in 1964: 


« I found that there are differences of opinion ovct ^em* 

he should be empowered to investigate A^cts and d^ijo 
selves. In view of the conflict it might be bett^ 
decisions of Ministers from his purvieiv in the first instanc 


This rccommcadadoa for delusion of Z'Z 

the b»is of a compromise to .^“^“^‘“fco^ioner mad. it v«y clear 
-concept of ministerial responsibility, .ro 

that 


- Far from weakening the principle of ministerial responsibilitj he ( 
Ombudsman) could make it more efficacious .■ 


pmouabuittiij vvuivi. — 

In Mauridns the Ombudsman's potrOT ^'“nt'odier service 

menm of Government, the Police Force. or andtoritl' of any 

maintained and controlled by the tenders foi Government con- 

such service, and any authority- empowered to inMte tenders 

tracts®. 


The following officers and authoridm are mrclnd.d bom his jnrisdiedon 
(i) The Governor-General and his personal staff; 


(ii) the Comdmdon and drdr smifi 

(ml any Commission establisnea oy 

(is) ,h. Director of Public Pros.cndon and any persons aedng 
accordance wth his instructions; 


i sS: sSnr, W.r, of.,., CV™./.— C.„»Woc.c.M.»IUns l«ids.b= AssonW, 

account for his administrative acts, of ministerial rcsponsib.lity are I.Ul. 

there is no cause to feel that of the Ombudsman, or thcm.sclvcs to ^ of 

tostandin the^ay^thef^v^Ji^™^ Net^• Zcalana". Jo<^r.cI oj 


lO sianu iu 

of his activities.” Guy Po^l«. 

Administration Overeseas 096 )_ 07 fi). 

S. Constitution of Mauritius, section 97 lU 
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(v) any person exercising powers delegated to him by the Public Service 
Commission or the Police Service Commission.® 

In cases where the Premier gives a ^^’ritten notice to the effect that the action 
■complained of ^v•as taken by a Minister or a Parliamentary Secretary in 
the exercise of his owm deliberate judgment, the Ombudsman is preclude ro 

■conducting an investigation of the action in question.^® This appears to 
vision fraught with serious peril for the citizen. Wien Minist^ an ^ar arn 

tary Secretaries are made immune from investigation, the Om u an s un 
may prove ineffective in many cases, as Ministers and Parli^ent^ Secretmi^ 
can insulate any matter from the Ombudsman’s autlioiity by either § 

decision or giving an order personally or claiming that they have persona y 
the decision or ^ven the order. 

. The 'Ombudsman in Mauritius is to be appointed by 
after- consultation with the Premier, the Leader of the Opposmon an , 
persons as appear to the Governor-General, acting in his own 
to be leaders of parties in the Legislative Assembly. These consultaUon P 

sise the representative character of the Ombudsman. But ^ offirer 

of the Legislative Assembly or any local authority or a locd Governmen , 

nor shall he perform the functions of any other public office. 

The Ombudsman is empow'ered to investigate any action - 

■or authority, barring the exceptions already mentioned, in e exercise 
trative functions, in any case in which a member of the pu ic c 
to the Ombudsman, to have sustained injustice in '^^^sequence of malatoms^^ 
don in connection ivith the action."® He may make the u^ 

plaint from the aggrieved person, or when invited to do so by any m 

Member of the L^slatiVe Assembly or on his oivn initiative - A 
be made by any individual or body of persons except certain pubhcly d^t^^ 
appointed authorities."® It shoudi be made by the aggrieve pemon ’ 
in certain circumstances (as when he is dead or unable to act. for himse ) 
personal representative or some other individual who is s"""table to 
Legislative provisions may be made requiring, among other *i>"gs, 

' should be transmitted through a member of the Legislative Assemb y. 

He is generally precluded from conducting an investigation when ffie a^eVed 

person has'or had a right of appeal to a tribund or a 

nevertheless he may conduct an investigation if he is satisS 




9. 

10 . 
11 . 
12 . 

13. 

14. 


Section 97 (1) 
Section 97 (7) 
Section 96 (2) 
Section 96 (3) 
Section 97 (1) 
Section 97 (I) 


constituted for the purposes of the arfappointed by the Governor-General 

16. Section 97 (4). . . 

17. Section 102 (2). 
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Circumstances it is not aa 

self of that right or remcdy.^B Further, heis not rights and 

investigation as to whether any of the provisions r^ ^ ^o^ementary^ to the 
fireedoms of the individual has been contravened. ^ Supreme Court 

provision svhich ensltrines a person s ng t to app y Constitution has 

I anv of the fundamental rights and freedoms guamjeed by &e Cons 

been,' is being, or is likely to be contravened m rdaUon to him. 

He is precluded from investigating a ^tter ^ interests of the 

Minister that the investigation of that matter w o appears to him 

security of the State = \ He shall not make any inves ^ of the complaiut 

that the complaint is vexatious or frivolous, that the su j subject matter, or 

is trivial, that the complainant has no sufficien ^ months."' 

that the complaint has been unreasonably delayed for more than tss 

The investigation is expected to be infom^, and to ^ fit and may 

The Ombudsman may obtmn his information in anv mann theinvestigation.'® 

decide "whether any person should be represented ^ ^'^-ntincioal officer of 

He is, however, required to afford an opjiortumty o ^ alleged to ImVe 

department or authority concerned and to any o er pers allegation in ^ 

taLi or authorised the action in question to comment on 

complaint. =* . i to the production of 

The State is not entitled to claim P”'^^^!^nroceedings,« butinfonna- 
documents or the giving of evidence as is al w e m Qa-binet or anv Committee 
tio„ a„d docmeJts rd^ding U, the procet^gs "f „„dce 

of the Cabinet are pritelcged. t When the Attorney in the notice M ould 

.. or information specitiea mow i 


be against pubUc interest in lelaPon to drfence^e^n^^^ pitted to communicate 

the Ombudsman and the members of his s ^ ^ 

to any person the specific document or information, a subject 

fVhen the On.b„da„»n is of dre opinion d». the aetton M-htch tt *e su J 
matter of the investigation was 
(f) contrary' to lais', 

(if) based whoUy or partly on a mistake of law or fact, 

(Hi) unreasonably' delayed, 

(iv) othenvise unjust or manifestly unreasona e, 

(u) that the matter should be given fcther cons.derabon, 

(J) dra. an omission should 

(c) that th e decision shoula be can 

18. section 97 (6) (/)- 

19. Section (1) O’O- 

20. Section 17 (1)- 

21. Section 97 (9). 

22. Section 97 (8). 

23. Section 98 (2). 

24. Section 98 (I). 

25. Section 99 (3). 

1. Section 99 f4). 

1.0. Section 99 (5). 
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(d) that any practice on -ts'hich the act, omission, decision or recommendation 
M’as based shoiddbe altered, 

(e) that any lais’- on "svhich the act, omission, decision or recommendation 
was based should be reconsidered, 

(f) that reasons should have been given for decision, or 

(g) that any other steps should be taken, 

ie is to report his opinion, giving reasons, to the principal officer of the department 
■or authority concerned, together -uith his recommendations and request the official 
to notify him of the steps which it is proposed to take to give effect to the recommen- 
-dations. He shall also send a copy of the report and recommendations to the 
Prime-Minister and the Minister concerned. ^ If no adequate or appropriate action 
is taken by the department or authority within a reasonable time, he may send a 
■copy of the report and recommendations to the Prime Minister and the Minister con- 
-cemed. ® Further he may make such reports to the Legislative Assembly on the 
matter as he thinks fit. ^ He is required to make an annual report to the Govemor- 
<7eneial concerning the discharge of his functions and it will be laid before the 
Assembly. ® 

In the performance of his duties, the Ombudsman is not subject to the direction 
•or control of any authority and his proceedings are not to be called in question in any 
•Court of latw ® But provision -vvill be made defining offences in connection with the 
functions of the Omd^idsman and his staff and prescribing the method of trial and 
penalties for such offences.’ Supplementary and ancillary provisions which mav 
appear necessary' and expedient are to be prescribed and they may include, among 
otliers, provisions for the procedrue to be followed by the Ombusdsman in the 
performance of his duties®. 

Both Guyana and Mamitius have a multi-racial population and the presence 
•of an Ombudsman may prove valuable in protecting the rights and interests of 
the minorities from discrimination by administrative agencies. In Guyana the 
Ombudsman received about 150 complaints during his first year in office ; it is 
•gratifjdng to note that only one of them alleged racial discrimination. ® It appears 
that the people in Guycina appreciate the necessity for his office and the value of his 
•services. No appraisal of the work of the Ombudsman can be made about Mauritius 
as no one has ^-et been appointed to the office, though a ferv months have passed 
?ince provisions was made for the institution. 

Commission of Enqtdty in. Tanzania 

In a munber of developing countries where corruption based on bribery' or 
nepotism appears to assiune the charcter of an inalienable right of tlie administrator 
the qujstion may be posed : who wU guard the Guardian Angel The fact 

2. Section 100 (1) & (2) 

3. Section 100 (3) 

4. Section 100 (3). 

5. section 101 (3). 

6. Section 101 (1). 

7. Section 102 (e). 

S. Section 102 (a). 

9. See D C. Ro^^•at. “ The Spread of the Ombudsman Idea ”, in S.V. Anderson (cd.) 
■Ombudsman for Amrican Government ? p. 23. 

10 Referring to the proposals for an Ombudsman for India, Mr. Justice P. B. Mukhetji said 
■** Soon after the Ombudsman ■we will have to have an Ombudsman for the Ombudsman ” iTlse 
•Critical Problems of the Indian Constitution, Bombay, 196S.) 
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that tlie Ombudsman is a parliamentary' delegate and not an administrator may 
not allay the fears of the ordinary' citizen who associates most ofBcials and employees 
of the State •with an irn'cterate weakeness for corrupt practices. A helpful method to 
resolve his suspicions may be to adopt a collegiate character for the institution.^^ 
This has been done in Tanzania, though Tanzania’s Permanent Commission of 
Enquiry' would hardly' qualify’ for ombudsmanship, 12 as it is not a deli gate of the 
legislature. But then Tanzania is a one-party State tvitli a presidential r^ime. 
The Conunission, however, pmports to serve the same purpose as the Ombudsman 
does in parliamentary regimes, where he is a representative of the legislature and 
is sometimes styled Parliamentary Commissioner as in the United Kingdom, New 
Zealand, Denmark (Folkefing Ombudsmand) and Nonvay {StoTlingels Ombudmam), 

The Interim Constitution of Tanzania provides for a Permanent Commission 
of Enquiry which has jurisdiction to inquiry’ into the official conduct of any person 
in the service of the United Republic, persons holding office in the party', members 
and persons in the service of 'a local Government authority and members and ' 
persons in the service of such commissions, public corporations, public authorities 
or bodies as maybe specified by Act of Parliament^®. The President and the 
Head of the Executive for Zanzibar- are exempt from its jurisdiction. It shall con- 
duct an inquiry -when directed by the President to do so; it may' make an 
inquiry’, unless the President directs otheiveise, in cases where it considers that 
an allegation of misconduct or abuse of authority or office ought to be investi- 
gated 1^. It has no power to question or review any decision made by 
Court or a tribunal in the exercise of its judicial functions^®. It reports its fording: 
and recommendations to the President*®. 

The Permanent Commission consists of a chairman and two other members. 
They are appointed by' the President and may be -removed from office by him for 
inability to discharge their official functions or for misbehaviour * ", A member holds 
office for two years; he is not qualified for reappointment -within two years after 
vacating his office*®. 

Under the Permanent Comn^ion of Enquiry' Act, 1966, the Commission may 
hear or obtain information from such persons or carry' out such investigation as it 
thinks fit. It is not obliged to hold any hearing, nor is any person entitled, as 
of right, to be heard. If, however, its report or recommendation might adversely. 

11. See J. Minattur “Orabudsman in India” (1968) 1 S.CJ. (Journal) 37. 

12. Professor Rowat emphasises the three essential features which characterise the original 
Ombudsman systems. They are . 

"(I) The Ombudsman is an independent and non-partisan officer of the legislature, usually- 
provided for in the Constitution, who supervises the administration; 

(2) he deals with specific complaints from thepublic against administrative injusu'cc and 
maladministration ; and 

(3) he has the power to investigate, criticize and publicize, but not to reverse, administra- 
tive action.” (Rowat, “ The Ombudsermn : Citizen's Defender ; 2nd Edn. 1967, p. 24.) 

13. The Interim Constitution of Tanzania section 67 (1) and (4). 

14. Ibid section 67 (2). 

15. Ibid section 67 (5). 

16. Ibid, section 67 (3). 

17. Ibid section 68 (1) and (5). 

IS. Section 68 (3). 
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affect a person or department or organisation it should give such person, depart- 
ment or organisation an opportunity to be heard ; further, no adverse comment 
may be maae in the report, unless the person, department or orgamsation against 
^vhich the comment is made has been given an opportunity to be heard”. The 
Commission can require any person who is able to give information relating to the 
subject of the inquiry- to furnish it ^vith such information and to produce papers or 
documents or to attend before the Commission at a specific time and place”. It may 
after notiff-ing the appropriate authority, enter any premi:es of any department or 
organisation and carry out investigations there The President may, however, 
cs^pt certain premises firom this general rule regar^ng entty^d mvestigatoon, 
if he is catisfied that such entry and investigation might prejudice the security, 
defence'or international relations of Tanzania, including Tanmni^’ relations ividr 
the Government of any other country or vuth any mtemational organisation-- 


Except on a trial for perjury and similar offences or for an offence against the- 
Official Secrets Ordinance, no statement made to the Commission by any person in 
the course of an inquiry’ will be admissible in evidence against any person in any 

Court”. 

The State may claim privilege in regard to giving information or producing- 
documents in caseJ where the President certifies that it might prejudice the security 
defence or international relations of Tanzania, or the investigation or detection of 
offences, or might involve the disclosure of deliberations of the Cabinet, or the dis- 
closure of the proceedings of the Cabinet or any of its Committees relating to- 
matters of a secret or confidential nature, and %vould therefore be injurious to public 

interest-'*. 

■v 

The Commission’s powers of investigation are not restricted by any privative 

clause in any legislation”. 

The framers of the Constitution of Tanzania, it would appear, felt that the 
principle of check should not be abandoned at the threshold of the Commission’s- 
office. That is probably the reason why, while adopting a number of provisions 
from the (New Zealand) ParUamentary Commissioner (Ombudsman) Act, 1962, 
Tanzania has departed fiom it in providing for a three member permanent Com- 
mission rather than a solitaiy Commissioner. 

Concluding Comments. 

(i) Jurisdiction.— A word may be sain about Ombudsman’s jurisdiction. "iVe 
have seen that in some of the Commonwealth countries Alinisters are kept insulated 
from liis investigations. This does not appear to b e due to any serious apprehension 

19. The Permanent Commission of Enquio’ Act, 1966, section 10 (2). 

20. Ibid section 11 (!)• 

21. Ibid section 12 (1) and (2). 

22. Ibid section 12 (3). 

23. Ibid section 13 (2). 

24. Ibid section 14 (1). 

25. Ibid section S. 
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tio„ « he„ tr;. to infl»=nc Parl.ame„d>T,- vod..S 

jurisdiction. 


.WdappearthatinGuyanaawddev^tyo^^^^^^^^ 

from his jurisdiction. It Ls not Om^an-a AliUtar,^ Co- 

In Sweden and Jutice is e>:cludea from his jurisdic- 

missioner-for these forces. - mere of civil or criminal 

tion in Mauritius, in "Guyana' irtvestigator^^ powers. There is much 

proceedings in any CouH” is placed be> n fomain. In fact Deputy Judges 

I be saidin favour of keeping Stance; later on when this_-as 

in Denmark sv-ere under his ^,,ere excluded from his junsdic> 

found to be inexpedient they, as well ^ J | > Sweden and Finland 

tion by an amendment of the po..^^ The Constitution of 

the iud-es are not beyond the reach of supers is ^ J its instructions, 

treden states that as a representative of Parhame^ and p^an^^ 

he should supervise the observance tnade clear by Parha- 

•Courts and by public officials not include power to control 

mentis instructions,' supervision m ti^n or disciplinary' proceedings. 

.but it does include power to ^ power shall be exer- 

In Finland where the Ombudsman and the Chancellor of 

cised by independent tribunals .... judges and other law adminisua 

Justice aie empowered to concern thems iudiciary in their official duties, 

L. TKe, .-e no. of 

icy .«p.,ny ro, 


I„ cou„tti<» .vher. <h. offiol.1 conduct <>f » 

W noaltiS S-fX offii™cdU »ccp, chon tueh aed.n app«« «» 
betray manifest injustice. 




, ,„,M»t<u,,'-Ou,b.au»mi.I.a»-M>9«)lS.C,. (Jo»n..nP-3’»‘“ 

'“Tin wL?S:^‘SS.mL-Cou», .Sion.,, bn. no 0„b.a»» 

Citil Affairs. 

3. Article 96. . 

t M?st oDhe prosecutions are for offences under ^^of understanding, ^ 

mmif CL an error in office through carelessness, omission, imprudence, jjjjt a 

^ck of shill shall be sentenced to a fine or suspension from duty un ess e removed freO 

iSSedicdtheappropriatesanctionafthecirci^tancessv-arrm^^ 

office." S'ce W. Gellhom, Ombudsman and others, p. 59. 
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Service CJominission or the Police Service Commission ; it is quite another to grant 
exemption from his purview, as is done in Guyana, to any “ action taken in respect 
of appointments to offices or other employment in the service of the Cro'vvn or 
appointments made by or wth the approval of the Governor-Genral or any Minister^ 
and action taken in relation to any person as the holder or former holder of any 
such office, employment or appointment”. When, as in Mauritius, provision 
may be made for the definition and trial of offences connected \vith the function of 
the Ombudsman and his staff and the imposition of penalties for such offences 
there is no good reason why the staffs of Commissions established by the Consti- 
tution or persons exercising powers delegated to them by the Public Service Com- 
mission or the Police Ser\’'ice Commission should be placed beyond the reach of 
the Ombudsman’s investigatory po'svers. . If they are brought under his jurisdiction, 
the members of the Commissions themselves may tend to be more careffil and scrupu. 
lous in the exercise of their powers, especially their supervisory powers, since an 
allegation of misconduct on the part of a subordinate may not reflect very happily on 
them. 

It is refreshing to note that in the Constitution of Guyana acts of discrimination 
on grounds of race, place of origin, political opinion, colour or creed, are specially 
mentioned as constituting a fault in administration entailing the invocation of the 
Ombudsman’s investigatory powers, though it is already provided that he is not 
precluded from conducting an investigation as to whether any of the provisions t of 
the Constitution relating to the protection of fundamental rights and freedoms has 
been contravened %s’ith legard to the complainant. This attempt at reinforcement 
in the matter, of enforcing this fundamental right regarding protection from discrimi- 
hation is doubly salutary in countries where people tend to create divisions among 
themselves on account of race, colour, creed, language, place of origin, or political 
opinion. 

If and when Ombudsnianship is contemplated for a developing country, it 
is advisable to invest the officer ^vith jtirisdiction in the ^\'hole field of public adminis- 
tration. When exceptions are rnade, they should assume and retain the character 
of an exception. They may not be permitted to cover large areas of administra- 
tion or a large number of authorities. It has been said that, 

“ Injury- of the citizen’s interest by unjust or arbitrary conduct of the adminis- 
tration can be brought about by any part of the public service and a limitation of 
the ■ Commissioner’s competence on this point %vill lead to an ill-balanced system 
that will satisfy no one. Everj' citizen that feels himself injured, either by delay of 
a decision, unsatisfactory^ grounds for a decision, "^vTong application of the la^v, 
excess of competence, or by an unjust or imreasonable decision, must be given 
access to the Parliamentary Commissioner ®.” 

Alfred Bcxdius, the Swedish Ombudsman, said that in S%s eden the matters wluch 
the' Ombudsman has to deal ^\■ith concern everything that can happen to a citizen 
in his dealings uith tlic authorities’. 

6. Rene Crincede Roy, “The Netherlands”'in Rowat op. ci'f., p. 212. 

7. A. Bi'celius, “The Swedish Ombudsman.” University of Toronto Law Journal 

170 at p. 174. ^ 

S J— 6 
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(ii) Jiemdval firm Office. , ' 

The Guyanese provision for tlie removal of the Ombudsman from office on 
the recommendation of a Tribunal appointed on the advice of the Prime Minister 
does not appear to go a long way to fortify his independence. ■ As he is a representa* 
tive of the Legislature, the powers of removal may best be left with that body, even 
if his appointment was not made or -formally approved by the Legislature. The 
recommendation ofthe Tribunal may be reported to the Legislature, and if the Legis- 
lature by a two-thirds majority of its membership approves the recommendation, 
he may be removed from office. The Model Ombudsman Statute prepared for 
American States provides for appointment of the Ombudsman by the Chief Etecu- 
tive of the State,® subject to confirmation by two-thirds ofthe members ofthe Le^* 
lature present and voting and for his removal by voteof hvo thirds ofthe members of 
the Legislature upon “their determining that he has become incapacitated or has 
been guilty of neglect of duty or misconduct.” » In Sweden it is only Parliament 
which can remove the Ombudsman from office during his term. In Denmark he 
may be dismissed from office rvhenever he no longer has the confidence of Parlia- 
ment. While in Finland he is irremovable during Ms term ofoSice which is fovr 
years, in Nonray his removal requires the vote of two thirds of the members of 
the Storting (Parliament). 

(iii) . Consullalion wUh the Adminislralhe Agency. 

The Mauritian provision that the Ombudsman, should afford an opportunity 
to the principal officer of the department or authority concerned and to any other 
person who is alleged to have taken or authorised the action in question to comment 
on the allegation in a complaint, though very fair to the administrative agenej^j 
appears to be fraught with some danger to the proper conduct of the investigation. 
The department or authority concerned should be given a hearing, but the question 
is when should it be. If an anouncement of the allegation is made beforehand, it 
is not improbable that in an agency riddled with Corruption papers from the files 
in question might disappear and communications never sent may be hatched in 
white heat and placed in them. Again the provision in the Model Statute appears; 
to some extent, to meet this difficulty. It provides: 

“ Before aimouncing a conclusion or recommendation that criticizes an 
administrative agency or aiiiy person, the Ombudsman shall consult with that 
agency or person.” 

The weakness about this scheme is tiiat when once the Ombudsman has 
made up his mind reading the allegations on the basis of his investigation, it 
would require Very good contrar)' grounds to pelade him to change his mind, and 
very good grounds there may not be; persuasive evidence may be all that is avail- 
able. It seems hard to be fair in an unfair world.’ 

8. Hawaii’s O-nbudsman Act provides; The Ijegislature, by a majority vote of each house in 
joint session, shall appoint an Ombudsman. 

9. S.V. Anderson Omf>udsman for American Gorctr.mcnt ? p. 162. 

10. Sir Ronald Algie said of the Ombudsman in New Zealand: 

“ The Ombudsman system probably would not work well everywhere. It works well in New 
Zealand because we have a fine publicservice. Corruption is so rare as to be deemed virtually non- 
existent. 

. . . .Our Ombudsman may stimulate officials to be even a little bit better than they have been. 
ButtheOmbudsmansystemissuccecdinghireptcciselybecause.rcally.thereisn’ta staggering lot 
to do.” Does this mean that where there is a lot to do, the system would collapse ? 
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(iv) Other Matters of Interest. 

The Ombudsman may receive a complaint from any source concerning an 
administrative act.ii If he believes that the complainant has no sufficient interest 
in the subject-matter he may refuse to investigate." It may happen that a conscien- 
tious person, impelled by public spirit, reports to the Ombudsman some unfair 
administrative act -tvdth a view to getting it rectified. When there is a provision 
made that the Ombudsman may conduct an investigation on his own initiative, 
there seems to be no good reason why the submission of complaints should be restric- 
ted to the' aggrieved person or his representative in the Legislature. 

A provision in the Model Statute which- is absent from the Constitutions of 
Guyana and Mauritiiis may be mentioned. This relates to the Ombudsman’s 
recommending disciplinary action against public officials and employees. 

The Model Statute provides: 

If the Ombudsman has reason to believe that any public official, employee 
or other person has acted in a manner warranting cnminal or disciplinary proceed- 
ings he shall refer the matter to the appropriate authority. 

This provision 'vsill be of special interest and benefit in countries where the 
Ombudsman, as instituted, is considered emasculated. Where nagging fails, 
biting mav succeed. 

Another point which appears to deserve repetition is the collegiate principle 
which may be usefully ascribed to Ombudsmanship. Three or five heads will 
be fairer than one, especially where blondness is not in evidence.^® 


11. This is how it is ordered in Denmark. 

12. In Denmark, Finland, and Sweden, the Ombudsman is empowered to initiate prosecutions 
or disciplinary proceedings against public officials. In Norway he may recommend such proceed 
ings. 

13. See J.Minattur,“OmbudsmaninIndia”(1968)SCJ.(Joumal)37atpp. 45-46. Professor 
Rowat recommends for populous countries a commission of three members in preference to a single 
individual. He endorses the view that important and complex cases of a Judicial nature should not 
be decided by a single person. {See Rowat, “An Ombudsman Scheme for Canada.” 28 Canadimin 
Journal of Economics and Political Science (1962) 543 at p. 550. 
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INDIAN OXYGEN LTD. v. THEIR WORKMEN • 

By 

Sm. Gopalakrishna Sastri, _ 

{Reader Faciiliy ofLasv. Visakhapainam-4, Andhra 
Althcgh fact, giving rise to fte ease are “ ^n 

ing to which persons are to be bound by t e Tajnshedpur there were 

Oxygen Co., was the employer and m its employmen J P 

35 . worlonen who were organised into Indoxco employees 

industrial units of the employer ivith their Unions no difference 

in question in other and 

Sdustnal Tribunal on five agreed questions was made ^P ^ 

employees. Accordingly, theBihar Government made a refemnce to 

Tribulal under section xo (.) Indusmal Disput^^t 

agreed questions between the Indian Tnent simed by the parties 

.e^ei^ed by the Indoxco Labour Union. 

it was mentioned that 352 workmen svere affected y ^ P to 

The Union claimed ‘that even pnor to to include 

Indian Oxygen Workers Union and ®^anded its scope o ^ 
all workmen of the establishments of Ae ^P j-gspect of all workmen of the 
making the award held that it should be e ^ i ^gt^cted to the employees in 

employer in Bihar and that its operation co betiveen the Company and 

jiedpur u„ih It rvar or the v.ew that the u.e dispute 

An appeal was talm to the Sfetw^d^ pHo»“v P" “ 

the Tribunal exceeded its junsdiction m makmg th ^ employees under 

the employees who signed the Co^^t upheld the contention of 

the employer wherever stationed. The up mnlovees who were members 

the employer maHng the award operative only to the 

of the Indoxco Labour Union and signatories to the agr decision of the 

The Supreme Court did not think it nec«sary tbe award would 

Tribunal on the questions referred to it. Rut t ® ^be Supreme Court 

be binding was the subject of difference of opimon _n,endment of the consti- 
and the Tribunal. The Tribunal thought that af^er tl^e ,,e betivee^ 

tution of tlie Union, the statement in the reference taken to mean that it 

the employer and Indoxco Labour Union 

was a d bputc betiveen the employer and employees “ 

1. AIR. 1969 S C. 306 : (1969) 2 S C J. 235 : On 6th Jaruarj'. 

2. Joint application to the Government was dated . hi,, bv a letter dated 2Ist 

1963. in its general meeting Indoxco Labour Unicn changed - ^ ^ Onitil 

January 1 963. the Secretary of the Union ’ ,he T^unal nwde on 

Jamshedpur of the fact of amendment- Notification of reference to the 

23rd October, 1963. • ■ ' 
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The Trade Unions Act requires that a rostered Trade Union should have 
Tules in regard to memberships. Regulations made by the Government under 
the Act may add to the provisions of the Act.* Those r^ulations have effect as if 
enacted in the Act. s Rules of a Trade Union may be amended only in the mamner 
provided in its rules, s Amendments of the rules ha.ve to be communicated to the 
Registrar unthin 15 da.ys from the amendment." If the Registrar is satisfied that 
the rules h?.ve been amended in the manner provided, heshould make an entry in 
the Register prescribed for the purpose and inform the fact to the Secretary of the 
Trade Union. ® The Supreme Court hdd that the amendment of the rules did not 
become effective rmtil the Registrar notified the fact ofregistration to the Union’s 
Secretary*. The correctness of the obserti'ation of the Supreme Court is question- 
able. Neither the Act nor the Central Trade Union Regulations proUde that the 
amendment of the rules m^’jJeby the Tra.de Union becomes effective on the Registar’s 
intimation to the Secretary of the Union. The Act specifically, on the other hajid, 
laid dotvn that amendment to the rules involving change of name® or a.malgama- 
tion of trvo or more Unions ha.s effect from the date of registration. Both the 
Act and the Regula.tions are silent as to the date on tvhich the amendments to the 
rules become effective. Silence ma.y he taien even to mean that the rules become 
effective on amendment and that registra.don is only evidenriarj*. Section g (r) 
r)f the Central Regula.tions S3.ys: 

“ On recei\'ipg a copy of am a.frera.tion ma.de in the rules of a. Tra.de Union 
trader section 28 ( 3 ), the Rc^trar, unless he ha.s reason to believe that the altera- 
tion has not been ma.dc in the manner provided by the rules of the Registered 
Trade Union, shall register the altera.tion in a register to be maintained for the pur- 
pose and sha.ll notify the fact that he ha.s done so to the Secretary of the Trade 
Union.” 

Thus a valid amendment to the rules has necessarily to be registered and the 
Registrar ha.s no choice in the matter but to register. Citrine saj’s;^* 

“ In the ca.se of re^tered trade unions, any alteration of rules must be regis- 
tered tdth the Registrar of Friendly Societies for the country' in nhich the registered 
office of the union is situa.te. Except as to other countries, however, the alteration 
if valid takes effect independently of registration as from the date agreed upon by 
the members, t.e., the date of the resolution or such other date, if any, as is specified 
in it.” 

In any event, it is difficult to construe silence in the Act and Regulations as 
tantamoimt to a provision that amendment becomes effective on the da.te of the 
R^istrar's intimation to the Secretary. 

It does not appear to ha.vc been suggested by the Supreme Coxirt tha.t by amend- 
ment of the rules, the Union has become a new Union. If it has assumed the cha.rac- 

3. Section 6 (e) of the Trade Unions Act, 1926. 

4. Section 29 

5. Section 30 (3). 

6. Section 6 C?). 

7. Section 2S (3). 

S. Reg. 9 of the Central Trade Union Regulations, 1938. 

9. Section 25 (3). 

10. Section 25 (4). 

!!• Citrine, Trade Union Law, 2nd Edn. 238 and 239 (I960) England, Scotland and Ireland 
Were difiereat countries for the purpose of registration of Trade Unions. 
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ter of a Union, %vithout r^istfation, it is not entitled to represent all its members. 

^Vhat all is s?.id by the Supreme Court is that mthout communication to the R^is- 
trar of the amendment of the rules, and tsithout communication of die fact of rc^- 
tration by the Registrar to the Secretary' of the Union, the amended rules did not 
become effective. As there tvas no evidence in this case that the rules u'ere com- 
municated and register^, they did not become effective according to the Supreme 
Court. In the result, the old Union and not the neiv one, was Icgelly existent. 

Although the correctness of the decision of the Supreme Court on the grotmd 
thp-t it %vas only the Indoxco Union and not the Union idth expanded member- 
ship was deemed to be in existence is questionable, it is supportable on other grounds. 

'V^^^en parties make an application to the Government for reference to the 
Tribunal the Government ' shall ’ make a reference, if it is satisfied that the persons 
making the application represent the majority of each party*-. At the time of 
reference, it u’as fairly clear that the parties were the employer and the employees 
of the Jamshedpur Unit. The notification made by the Bihar Government 
read: 

“ 'Wliereas the Governor of Bihar is of the opinion that an industrial dispute 
exists or is a.pprehended between the management of the Indian Oxsgen Limited, 
Jam'.hcdpur-7, and their svorkmen represented by Indoxco Labour Union, Jam- 
shedpur, regarding the matters specified in their joint applications dated 7th Sep- 
tember, 1963, annexed hereto ” 

The au-ard of the Tribunal could not be made binding on parties tvho were not 
contemplated by the reference. If the employees in other units in Bihar desired 
to be parties to the dispute in the reference, the proper course would haru been to 
apply to the Government to refer their dkpute also to the Tribunal. The Gfovem- 
ment might at any time after reference and before the ais-ard was m?.de include 
other establishments likely to be affected by the award in the reference. This 
rius not done in the case under consideration. Nor is there any eridence to shotv 
that employees in other units under the employer .rvere represented before the Tri- 
bunal. In that case a’so the a^\-ard would be binding on them. ** 

By amendment of the rules uhicb in substance means an agreement belwuen 
the members*®, neither the scope of the reference nor that of the award might be 
enlarged. In other words, agreement of one of the parties caimot confer jurisdic- 
tion on the Tribunal. Thus the decision of the Supreme Court is tmassailablc on 
the ground of -want of jurisdiction in the Tribunal. 

It is interesting to find tha.t the Indoxco Labour Union, despite change in it 
name and expansion of membership by amendment of the rules, represented in 
the application to the Government and allowed itself to be referred in its old name 
In the reference. The amendment of the rules, perhaps, was not meant in c?.mcst- 
ness. Although the membership -w-as expanded, it was not in csidence that the 
employees in other units of the employer joined the Union. Going behind the 
rules and considering the substance, what was bargained for vas achieved by llic 
decision of the Suprdme Court. 


12. Section 10 (2) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

13. Section 10 (5) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

14. Section IS. 

15. Citrinc,TnjdcUnionl.aw.2ndEdn.lS2and 183(1960). 
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[S.C. N.C. 16] 

V. Bhargava and Sayed Rehmamniya Mnstafamiya t. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. The State of Gnjarat. 

. 2-I2-I969. CA. Nos. 2468 and 2470-2479 of 1966. 

Sanrashtra Barkhali Abolition Act (XXVI of 1951), sections 18 and 19 — Sanrashtra 
Land Reforms Act (XXV of 1951) and Bombay Land Revenne Code (V of 1879), sec- 
tion 52 — ^Payment of compensation — Mamlatdar determining assessment as per sec- 
tion 19 — Riitial payment on the basis of snch assessment-^CoDector fixing assessment 
under section 52 of the Code — ^Payment of compensation on the basis of Collector’s 
assessment, instead of on the basis of Mamlatdar’s assessment — ^Validity of. 

At the time when the Sanrashtra Barkhali Abolition Act (XXVI of 1951) was 
passed, the only manner of surv'ey which was laid down by any law applicable in 
the State of Sanrashtra was that contained in Chapter VIH of the Code and the only 
manner of settlement was that contained in Chapter VIII-A. There was at the same 
time provision contained in section 52 of the Code for assessment of the amount to 
be paid as land revenne on all lands ; bnt in that section, neither the word “survey” 
nor settlement” or any of their derivatives was used. La the circumstances, the sub- 
mission made by counsel for appellants that the w’ords “ surveyed and settled” used 
in section 19 of the Act were intended to refer to the survey and settlement under 
Chapter VDI and VIII-A of the Code has great force. If the Legislature had 
intended that the Mamlatdar's assessment made by thv summary manner laid down 
in section 19 itself bo superseded by any assessment made under the Code, includ- 
ing an assessment by the Collector under section 52 of the Code, the language 
used in section 19 would certainly have been diScrent. Instead of saying that the 
assessment made by the Mamlatdar under section 19 is to be effective until.the village 
in which such land is situate is surveyed and settled, the Legislature could have easily 
laid down that the assessment shall remain effective until an assessment is made under 
the Code. The requirement prescribed by the Legislature was that the assessment 
by the Mamlatdar was to continue in force until the village is surveyed and. settled 
and not merely until an assessment of revenue payable in respect of the land is de- 
termined either under section 52 of the Code or Chapter VTH-A of the Code. Under 
section 19 of the Act, the assessment made by the Mamlatdar under that section-itself 
must continue in force until there is a survey and settlement in accordance with 
Chapter VIII and VUI-A of the Code. Even rmder section 52 of the Code and rule 
17 of the Rules made thereunder, there is, in fact, no survey at all.- - - . 

' The Sanrashtra Legislature, in passing the Act, for the temporary period until 
there could be a regular survey and settlement, created a machinery by granting power 
to the Mamlatdar to ihake a' summary assessment and that was clearly intended mot 
to be superseded by another summary fixation of assessment by the Collector imder 
section 52 of the Code. 

Held, there ha\Tng been no survey and settlement of the village, the assessment 
made by the Mamlatdar continued to Be assessment for purpose of the Act and the 
Go\’emment was, therefore, not justified in \’arying the payment of annuity tmder 
section 18 of the Act which should ha\e been continued to be paid in accordance with 
that assessment. 

S.yj. Appeals allowed. 


S— K R ( 
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fs.C. N.C. 17] 

J. C. ShaJi and ' " C.I.T., Madras r. 

K. S. Hedge, JJ. RN. AR. AR. Veerappa Chettiar. 

4-12-1969. ' ' CA. No. 2315 of 1966. 


Income-tax Act (XI of 1922) — Joint Hindu family — ^Lery of estate duty by Re- 
venue Authorities in Ceylon consequent on death of two members — Rater, levy set aside 
— ^Deposit of duty leri^ with interest in 1957 — Partition settlement in the famfly in 
February, 1947 — ^Interest accrued prior to February, 1947 on refunded estate duty, 
Mfiether capital or reveaue — ^Taxability of. 

After the death of A Senior the property was held by the three widows as mem- 
bers of the Hindu undivided family. Under the Hindu law it is not predicted 
of a Hindu joint family that there must be a male member, so long as the properly 
which Tvas originally of the joint Hindu family remains in the hands of the widows 
of the members of the family and is not divided among them, the joint family con- 
tinues. Payment of the estate duty was doubtless made out of the joint family fund 
and the interest which accrued due, also acquired the character of joint family pro- 
perty w’hen received. Thejoint family status cametoan end only on 17th February, 
1947. On the severance of the joint status the asscsscc became entitled to a share 
in the family estate. The amount of interest on the estate duty accrued as income 
to the joint family but it was income of the joint family and not of the individual 
members. But when a share out of the estate which included the interest on estate 
duty was received by the asscssee it had not the character of income. Once the 
income was received by the joint family, the amount lost its character of income. 
It became merged (in) the joint family assets and became the capital of the share 
received by the asscssee was therefore a share in the capital of the family. 

Held, the share in the joint family property Avhich included interest on the estate 
duty which accrued prior to 17th February, 1947 was rightly held by the High Court 
to be not of the nature of rewnuc and accordingly not taxable. 

(No opinion was expressed on the correctness of the finding of the High Court 
that interest accrued due after February, 1947, must be regarded as income to the 
extent of the share of each of the members of the fanuly.) 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed 

[s.c. N.C. 18.) Reform Flour Mills (P.) Ltd. T- 

J.C. Shah, Ag. C.J.-and Commr. of Income-tax. 

I. D. Hua, J. 

11-12-1969. C.A. Nos. 2560 and 2561 of 1969. 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 66 (2)— Rejection of- apph'cation under, 
after issuing a rule— High Court must deliver judgment giving reasons. 

y,K. Appeals allowed and cases remanded. 

[s.c. N.C. 19.] 

J. C. Shah and Sndhir Kumar Saha v. 

KS Hezde JJ. The Commissioner of Police, Calcutta. 

18-12-1969. W.P. No. 378 of 1969. 

Preventive Detention Act (IV of 1950), section 3 (2) — ^Power of detention under 
the Act— -An exceptional power — ^Detention for maintenance of “public order” — 
■When justitied — “Law and order ” distinguished from “public order.” 

The freedom of the individual is of utmost importance in any cirilised society. 

It is a human right. Under our Constitution it is a guaranteed right. It can be 
deprived of only by due process of law. The power to detain is an exceptional 
power to be used under exceptional circumstances. It is wrong to consider the same, 
as the executive appears to have done in the present case, that it is a comcnient 
substitute for the ordinary process of law. 
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The three incidents mentioned in the grounds in the present case are stray inci- 
dents spread over a period of one year and four months. These incidents cannot be 
said to bo inter-linked.. They could not have prejudiced the maintenance of ‘ public- 
order ’ nor can they be held to be subversive of ‘ public order.’ They were at best, 
prejudicial to “ law and order ”, being mere breaches of law. 

Disturbance of “ public order ” is to be distinguished from acts directed against 
individuals which do not disturb the society to the extent of causing a general dis- 
turbance of public tranquillity. It is the degree of disturbance and its effect upon 
the life of the community in a locality which determines whether the disturbance 
amounts only to a breach of “ Law and order.” 

V.K. Petition allowed. 

[s.c. N.c. 20.] 

J.M. Shelat and 
CA. Vaidialingant, JJ. 

18-12-1969. Hindustan Steel Ltd. v. 

A.K. Roy. 

C.A. No. 2127 of 1969. 

Industrial Disputes — ^Wrongful termination of service — ^Relief to be awarded — 
Reinstatement or compensation — Discretion of Tribunal — How to be exercised — later- 
ference with the discretion exercised, by High Court in writ petition — Scope. 

There can be no doubt that the right of an employer to discharge or dismiss an 
employee is no longer absolute as it is subjected to severe restrictions. In cases of 
both termination of service and dismissal, industrial adjudication is competent to 
'grant relief, in the former case on the ground that the exercise of the power was 
mala fide or colourable and in the latter case if it amounts to victimisation or unfair 
labour practice or is in violation of the principles of natural justice or is otherwise 
not legal or justified. In such cases, a tribunal can award by way of relief to 
the concerned employee either reinstatement or compensation. 

In the earlier stages the question whether one or the other of the two reliefs should 
be granted was held to be a matter of discretion for the tribunal. Later on, however, 
the earlier flexibilitj' appears to hav'c been abandoned and it was ruled that although 
no hard and fast rule can be laid down, the normal rule in such cases should be 
reinstatement. 

As exceptions to the general rule of reinstatement, there have been cases where 
reinstatement has not been considered as cither desirable or expedient. These were 
the cases where there had been strained relations between the employer and the 
employee, where the post held by the aggrieved employee had been one of trust and 
confidence or vvhere, though dismissal or discharge was unsustainable owing to some 
infirmity in the impugned order, the employee was found to have been guilty of an 
activity subversive of or prejudicial to the interests of the industry. These are, 
howcv'cr, illustrative cases and no hard and fast rule as to which circumstances 
would in a given case constitute an exception to the general rule can possibly be 
laid down as the tribunal in each case, keeping the objectives of the industrial adjudi- 
cation in mind, must in a spirit of fairness and justice confront the question whether 
the circumstances of the case require that an exception should be made and com- 
pensation would meet the ends of justice. 

The tribunal, therefore, has to exercise its discretion judicially and in accordance 
with well recognised principles in that regard and has to examine carefully the cir- 
cumstances of each case and decide whether such a case is one of those exceptions 
to the general rule. If the tribunal were to exercise ‘ts discretion in disregard of such 
circumstances or the principles laid down bj the Supreme Court it would bo a case 
either of non-exercise of discretion or of one not legally exercised. In either case, 
the High Court in exercise of its writ jurisdiction, can interfere and carmot be conteiit 
by simply saying that since the tribunal has exercised its discretion it will not examine 
the circumstances of the case to ascertain whether or not such e.xcrcise was properly 
and in accordance with the well settled principles, made. 
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There is ample authority to the effect that if a statutory tribunal exercises its 
discretion on the basis of irrelevant consideration or without regard to relevant 
considerations, certiorari may properly issue to quash its order. 

On a consideration of all the circumstancjs of the present case, it must be held 
that it was one of those exceptional cases where compensation and not reinstatement 
should have been ordered. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 

[s.c. N.c. 21.] 

S. M. Sikri, 

J. M. Shelat, 

V. Bhargara, Prof. Chandra Prakash Agarwd v. 

G.K. Mitter and Chatorhhnj Das Parikh. 

C. A. Vaidialihgam, JJ. C.A. No. 2331 of 1968. 

18-12-1969. 

Constitation of India (1950J, Article 217 (2) (b) — ^Appointment as a High Court 
Judge — Qualification required — “ Has at least ten years been an advocate of a High 
Court” — ^Meaniiig of. 

The expression “ an advocate of a High Court” in its ordinary plain meaning 
•must moan a person who has by enrolling' himself under the relevant provisions of 
•law became an advocate of a High Court; If it w-ts intended that the qualification 
under Article 217 (2) (b) should be that a person appointed to the office of a Judge of a 
High Court should have practised in a High Court and that practising in a Court or 
• Courts subordinate to it would not answer the quah’fication, the language used in 
Article 217 (2) (b) would have been different. 

• The distinction, if any, betu'een the words “an advocate ” in Article 233 (2) 
and the words “ an advocate of a High Court ” in .Article 217 (2) (b) has no signifi* 
oance, in any event, after the coming into force of the Advocates Act, 1961,' as by 
virtue of section 16 of that Act there are now only two classes of persons entitled to 
practice, namely, senior advocates and other advocates. 

V.K- Appeal dismissed. 

[S.C.N.C. 22.] 

M. nidayatullah, C. J., Dr. S. L. Agarwal v. 

■ A. N. Grover, General Manager, Hindustan Steel, Ltd. 

A. N. Ray, C.A. No. 524 of 1967. 

,P. Jaganmohan Reddy and 
D. J)iia, JJ. 

. 19-12-1969. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 311 (2) — ^Protection under — To whom 
-available — ^Employee of Hindustan Steel Ltd. — ^If holds a civil post under the 
.Union entitled to protection under .Article 311. 

The protection under Article 311 of the Constitution of India is available 
to (/) persons who are members of (c) a Civil Service of the Union, or (h) an All 
India Service or (c) a Civil Service of a State, or (i7) to persons who held a civil 
post under the IJnion or a State Categories (a), (h) and (c) mentioned above refer 
the standing to services which have been created in the Union and the States 
and which arc permanently maintained in strength. In addition to the standing 
services there are certain posts which are outride the permanent services. .The 
•last category in Article 311 therefore speaks of such posts on the civil - side as 
-opposed to the military side. Incumbents of such posts also receive protection. 

The Hindustan Steel Limited is not a department of the Government nor are 
the servants of it holding posts rnder ‘he State. It has its independent existence and 
■fay law relating to corporations it is distinct even from its members, it these dr- 
cumstances, the appellant, who was employed as a doctor by the Hindustar. Steel 
Limited, does not answer the description of a holdt r of a ciwl post under the Umon* 
•as stated in Article 311. He was not entitled to <he protecf'on of Article 311. 
'The High Court was therefore right in not affording him the protection. 

V.K. Appeal dismissed. 
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[S.C.N.C. 23.3 

J. C.-Shah, and Om Prakash v- 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Land Ram* 

8- 1-1970. c. A. No. 1253 of 1967. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 136 — ^Decree passed in second appeal by 
High Court— Interference •svith by Supreme Court under Article 136— Scope- 

Article 136 of the Constitution of India does not give a right to a party to appeal 
to the Supreme Court. Normally the Supreme Court will entertain an appeal against 
a decree passed in second appeal if a sulKtantial question of law of general or public 
importance arises which may not only determine the dispute between the parties 
but will be a precedent for guidance for determination of similar disputes in other 
cases. The Court, may, if it appears that substantial injustice has resulted or that 
there had been no proper trial of the case or other similar reason interfere with the 
order or the decree passed by the High Court in second appeals. But the right to 
-appeal is not as of right and the mere fact that some quest'on of law arises out of 
the decision of the High Court will not enable a party to claim a right to appeal to 
the Supreme Court. 

. . V.K. Appeal dismissed. 

[S.C.N.C. 24.] 

J. M. Shelct, - . 

C- A. Vaidialirtgam and Western India Watch Co., Ltd. r. 

P. Jaganmohan Reddy, JJ. The Western India Watch Co., Workers Union. 

9- 1-1970. C.A. No. 1914 of 1968. 

U. P. Industrial Disputes Act (5XVIII of 1947), section 2 (1) and 4 (k>— 
.Individual dispute — Conversion into industrial dispute by espousal by a union — 
Conditions precedent — Concerned workmen if should have been a member when the 
cause of action accrued — ^Power of Gk»ven3ment “ at any time ” to refer a dispute for 
adjudication under section 4 (k) — ^Scope — “ At any time ” meaning of Government 
refusing to refer a dispute — If can reconsider its decision — Time limit. 

For an indiv'dual dispute being converted into an industrial dispute as a result 
of 'ts being espoused by a union, it is not necessary that the concerned workman should 
have b:»n a member of such um'on at tne time When the cause of such dispute arose. 
If it is imisted that the concerned workman must be a member of the union at the 
^te of his’ dismissal, the result would be that if attnat period of time tnere is no union 
in that particular industry and it comes into existence later on, then the dismissal 
of such a workman can never be an industrial dispute although the other workman 
have a commimity of interest in the matter of his msmissal. The only condition for 
an individual dispute turning into an industrial dispute as laid down in the case at 
Dimakuchi Tea &tate 1958 S.C.R. 115, is the necessity of a commimity of interest 
and not whether the concerned workman w'as or was not a member of the union 
at the time of his dismissal. The parties to the reference being the employer and bis 
employees, .the test must necessarily be whether the dispute referred to adjudication 
is one in ■which the workmen or a substantial section of them have a direct and 
’Substantial interest even though such a dispute relates to a single workman. .It must 
follow that the existence of such an interest, evidenced by the espousal by them of 
the cause, must be at the date when the refcicnco is made .and not necessarily at the 
date when the a cause occurs. 

The argument, therefore that the reference in the present case was not com- 
petent on the ground that the concerned ■workman was not a member of the union 
at the date when the cause gi^ving rise to the dispute arose, and that therefore, the 
■union could not have espoused the dispute to convert it into an industrial dispute 
is not correct and caimot be upheld. 

From the words used in section 4 (fi) of the U. P. Industrial Disputes Act there 
can be no doubt that the Legislature has left the question of making or refusing to 
make a reference .for adjudication to the discretion of the_^Govemment. . But the 
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discretion is neither unfettered or arbitrary for the section clearly provides that 
there must exist an industrial dispute as defined by the Act or such a dispute must be 
apprehended ^Yhen the Government decides to refer it for adjudication. No re- 
ference can thus be made unless at the time ■when the Government decides to make it 
an industrial dispute between the employer and his employees cither exists or is 
apprehended. Therefore, the expression “atanytiihc” in section 4 (k) though 
seemingly without 'any limits, is governed by the context in which it appears. 
Ordinarily, the question of making a reference would arise after conciliation 
proceedings have been gone through. But the Government need not wait until 
such a procedure has been completed in an urgent case. 

There is a considerable body cf judicial opinion according to which so long as 
an industrial dispute exists or is apprehended and the Government is of the opinion 
that it is so, the fact that it had earlier refused to exercise its power does not preclude 
it from exercising it at a later stage. In this wew, the ' mere fact that there has 
been a lapse of time or that a party to, the dispute was, by the earlier refusal, led to 
believe that there would be no reference and acts upon such belief does not affect 
the jurisdiction of the Government to make the reference. 

It is true that where a Government reconsiders its previous decision and decides 
to make the reference such a decision might cause inconvenience to the employer 
because the employer in the meantime might have acted on the belief that there would 
be no proceedings by way of adjudication of the dispute. Such a consideration would 
be taken into account by the Government whenever, in exercise of its discretion, it 
.decides to reopen its previous decision as also the time which elapsed berivoen its 
oarh'er decision and the date when it decides to reconsider it. Thesc'aro maters which 
the Government w'ould have to take into account while_ deciding whether it should 
reopen its former decision in the interest of justice and industrial peacc_ but have 
nothing to do with the jurisdiction under section 4. (k). Whether the intervening 
period may bo short or long would necessarily depend upon thc facts and circums- 
tances of each case and therefore, in construing the wipression at any time, in sec- 
tion 4 (k) it would bo impossible to lay down any limits to it. . 

' In the present case though nearly four years had gone by since the earlier de- 
cision not to. ma.kc the reference if the Government was satisfied that its earlier de- 
cision had boon arrived at on a misapprehension of facts and therefore, required le- 
considcration, noithor its decision to do so nor its determination to ma.kc the re- 
ference can bo challenged on the ground of want of power. 

V.K. ' ^ Appeal dismissed. 


[ic.N.c. 25.] ■ ■ . . 

J. C. Shall and A. C.-Moideen Kutty v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Richardson and Crnddas & Co., Ltd. 

9-M970. C.A. No. 30 of 1967. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 133 (1) (a) — ^When attracted. 

The present appeal is incompetent. By the judgment under appeal the decree 
of tho Court of first instance was reversed by the High Comt, but the condition for 
granting a certificate under Article 133 (I) (a) is that the amount or value of the sub- 
ject matter of the dispute in the Court of first instance and still in dispute on appeal 
was and is not less than Rs. 20,000. Tho value of the subjcct-ir.attcr of the dispute 
in the Court of first instance (as valued in the plaint) was Rs. 17,488-4-6, and no 
more. Tho fact that tho trial Court granted a decree for the amount exceeding 
Rs. 20,000 will not attract the application of Article 133 (1) (a). 

V.K. ' - Appeal dismissed. 





fs.C.N.C. 26.] 

J. C. Shah and 

K. S, Hegde, JJ. 
■ 15-1-1570. 


Piloo Dhunajishaw Sidhwa v. 
Municipal Corporation of the City of Poona. 

C.A. No. 19 of 1967. 


Bomhay Provincial Municipal Corporation Act CLK of 1949), sections 73, 74, 
75 and rules in Chapter V of the Schedul^Applicahihty. 

Contract Act (IX of 1872), section 70--Person delivering goods under an unen- 
forceable contract— K can claim compensation. 

Tt cannot be bold that the provisioirs of sections 73 and 74 and the relevant rules 
in (S-SS V of the Schedule to thcBombayPro^ncial Municipal Colorations Art 
igS^Sd not aVy before the election of Councillors to the Corporation were held 
1949 md nen app y consHtuted. There is nothmg in the transitorj- 

^’^^^^^"l^^SSSsSoSation of section 74 (2) till the elections of the 

possible to comply with the rules, until the 
Coun.iUore^ G ^ t ^ P holding that the provisions of section 74 (2) 

5ra n^aOTlySd ^ G»ZSs.ion=r or the Transport Maw may <mtor into con- 
taoS Sut s?al whioli are enforceable at law. notrvithstanamg Ihe absolute terms 

of the Act. 

Under section 70 of the Contract Art, a person lawfully delivering goods to 
tw not intendin'^ to do so gratuitously is entitled to demand that the goods 
s4u^e «tJS or t^at cimpensation for the goods shall be made. Com- 

n?n-ntfon wid noSly bc the market price of the goods. By refusing to return 
p n>ation would n y dehvered cannot improve his 

W seKpay^ value of the goods. Thus, a person 

whhout Ji^ufoLablc'Lntract in his favour supplying goods is entitlcd to money 
rSabnt of the goods delivered, assessed at the market rate prcvaihng on the date 
on which the supplies were made. 

„ Appeal allowed in part. 

V.K.. 


[s.c. N.c. 27.] 

J. C. Shah and 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. 
15_1_1970 


The D. F. O., South’ Kheri v. 

Ram Sanehi Singh. 
C.A. No. 1638 of 1969. 


rnnstitntioD of India (1950), Article 226— Unlawful action of public authorities 
intrS cXcln“risl.ts-Wnt. it mninWnable -Admlnirtrabre ordrr-Ap- 
plicability of rules of natural justice. 

It cannot be held that merely because the source of the n'^t which the res- 
T Moirnc \vi<; initially - in a contract, for obtaming relief against 

pondent claims , j. , action on the part of a public authority he must resort 

any atbittaj Zly„[l writ. In viow of the judgment of the 

Suoreme Court in X. N. Gifn/jivam/s case, (1955) 1 S.C.R. 305, there can bo no 
bupreme i^ouri m jf rivht to relief arose out of an alleged 

b?^S. KnS"f is of a publie authority invested 

with statutory power. 

„ thot iho imTmen''d order was administiativc and not quasi-judicial, 
the o^fhad still to be mlck?n a manner consonantwith themlcs of natural Justice 
when it affected the respondent’s rights to property. 

^ ^ Appeal dismissed. 



[s.C. N.c. 28.] 

M. HidayatiiJIdi, C, J., 
J. M. Shelat, 

C. A. Vaidia'ingam, 

A. N. Grover and 
A. N:Ray;JJ- 
15-1-1970, 


National Coal DeTclopment 
Corporation litd. v. 
Manmohan Matliur. 
• C.A..NO. 1639 of 1966. 


A. iV. 

-?L.^T,anipTits — Validity. . r A„^ :w nf 1057. as am 


Act (.U 01 

a^endments-Validity. ^ XX of 1957, as amended by 

” .. It is obvious 

A“''^'?TAcr»Ms^tionauotiS=a.iouupderseot.oa^^^^^ 


m^mm 

^oS'io'Sel for t^;Sn"1t 
°??l57 ?nd again by the amcnidmg Act TOM of mo ^ ^ person like the respondc^ 

S!S-r£swSf"HSSSsS 

s?S«4i»3?5S.^5S,fe-s.=! 

“ "" - Appeal - ■ 

V.K. " • . 

[s.C. N.c. 29 .] : 

’ The TwyTord Tea Co., Ltd. v. 

J. M. S/ieto> The State of Kerala. 

C.A.Vaidiahngcan, . , w P Nci 135-137 of 1969. 

A. N. Grover and w.F. xsos. io:> i-j# 

A. N. Jhiy, JJ- 
15-1-1970. 


JJ 

IT- Art fXVII of I960) as amended by Kerala 

& of l 967 )-C.m.ib.«ou=IIyval.a 

14 of to ””/^X ViMMtos® oadA. N. Kay, m 

vi'A.ct I960,- as amended by Kerala doubt deals with seven diffcrcnt 

^67 (herinafter referred to as f P_s. 50 per hectare but it lays down 

of plantations and imposes a In the case of coconut, arcran^ 

lands ol pia . . treatment is yielding produce arc to be 

principles prqpper plantations, plants P ,j total number of plants 

■'^^^f’/anfthcrnthehccmrcsarcdcm^ plantations for pur- 

.ounted andth^ ^ This is intended to e^ahse the amc^r^^ cardemom. the extent 

’jy a Ci.r^'tt go remaining two cases, i i-, because it is considered 

vfPSi‘'H;uKoirtaKaus to measure for J" ,te 


gm- iSe“™Ss tuotoos,vfc 
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different plantotions. levied on crop yielding land. In 

to equal tax witli ^ ov“ a So a?i, thL is an elaborate 

SSToSSne“St?&the crop yielding plantation. Tie Court can- 
not regard tlie law to be discriminatory. 

The burden of prw^ tourationjs alwa^^^^^ 

SI ^ SS’^i^SenLiform taxes are levied. 

X 1. in Hassifv without Unreasonably discriminating 

What IS meant by stated in several decisions. The same 

between persons similarly tjg.„un,-fonn rate after equalisingmatters 

applies when the Legislative reasonab y PP , stated the law is this. Dififeiences in 

tettveou diversely situated persons. Smply sated the law 

ireatnientniustbsoapabeo Itangr^o^b^^^ 

for which the parti^ar legislation is differentially treated. When differential 
reasonable distinction between ^ , iustified the treatment is discriminatory. 

treatment is not reasonably explained 

diSnSs Svf Se^eqSdU®;^^^^ 

Taking these principles into different 

out any particular plantation for hostile or ^ ^ j jg entirely due to 

tea gardens, it is not Po^f ft Mh^refore lot possible to say that 

natural circumstences the uniform rate for each plantation based 

there is discrimination no^ithstandmg the unuorm 

on the actual crop yielding area. , , , . 

^ rr /-.iiccfntiTivt' Thc fact that a pcrsou holds a large area 

Per S/jeto and Grover, 77. (dissent g). cannot by itself mean that m 

of land and is taxed according to h compared to a person who holds a 

taxing him ho pg,ductive quality, merely on the 

lesser quantity of land but of ^ ^ , according to the quantity each of them 

ground that both hold land and ar . , ^ incidence, when actually imple- 

holds. A uniform tax r^'^^'^Vf^n^menVa^ persons similarly situated, 
mented must result in inequality Article 14 of the Constitution of India, 
and therefore, would be vioUative of Article 14 ot tn 

The tax under the Kerala Act mx^ hre^ective of the kind of their 

imposed in respect of lands as an me im particular user. Pr/nio 

soil or their capacity, etc. and oriy uniformity is bound to be unequal 

facie, the incid^ce of such a be ^by the equality clause in 

on persons similarly situated and lesoect of lands without classifying 

Article 14. Imposing an ^al or potential, and without differentiati^ 

them on the basis of their produrtmty, -without taking into consideration the 

the inferior from the superior ® advantageous position than the 

fact of some of those lanck being sitm ... tax on those who hold those 

rest, must inevitably result jjjgjgcsasaresultof imposing 

lands. Hcncc the present case is ration^ or intcUigiblc classifica- 

an ad hoc tax, uniformly levied without making any ra 

j 1 tofinnc ineaualitv as a result of uniformity of 
Even amongst thc selected S\pa°The user o/thc land for one specified pur- 
tax must result because it is than the user of another land though 

pose may give a better and ^^ ^ther^ specified purpose, 
situated m the same area for anotne p 


V.K. 

S— NRC 


Petitions dismissed. 
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[S.C. N.C. 30.] 

M. Hiday’aliillah, C. J., CfottipnHa Venkata Sira Snbramanyam r. 

A. N. jRay and The State of Andhra Pradesh. 

1. D. Dua, JJ. 

19—1—1970 CrLA. No. 75 of 1967. 

Penal Code (XLV of 1860), sections 96 to 106 — ^Right of private defence — ^Nature 
and extent — ^Accused pleading alibi and not right of private defence— Court if pre- 
cluded from giving benefit of right of private defence. 

The right of private defence of person and property is recognised in all free, civi- 
lised, democratic societies witirin certain reasonable limits. Those limits are dictated 
by two considerations: (1) that the same tight is claimed by all other members of the 
society and (2) that it is the State which generally undert^es the responsibihty for 
the maintenance of law and order. The citizens, as a general rule, are neither ex- 
pected to run away for safety when faced with grave and imminent danger to their 
person or property as a result of unlawful aggression, nor are they expected, by use 
ot force, to right the wrongs done to them or to punish the wuongdoer for commis- 
sion of offences. The right of private defence serv^es a social purpose and as otserv'ed 
by the Supreme Court more tnan once, there is nothing more degradii’g to the human 
spirit than to run away in face of peril. But this right is basically preventive and 
not punitive. 

(Provisions of sections 96 to 106 of Penal Code summarised). 

On the fact and circumstances of this case the use of his gun by the accussed was 
justified. In a situation like this it is not possible for an average person whose men- 
tal excitment can be better imagined than described, to w’eigh the position in golden 
scales and it was well-nigh impossible for the person plac^ m the position of the 
accused to take a calm and obj'active view expected in the detached atmosphere of a 
Court and calculate with arithmetical precision as to how much force would effectively 
serve the purpose of self-defence and when to stop. 

The fact that the plea of self defence was not raised by tne accused and that he 
had on the contrary pleaded a/ibi does not preclude the Court from giving to him the 
benefit of the right of private defence, if, on proper appraisal of the evidence and 
other relevant material on the record, the Court concludes that the circumstanceo 
in Which he found himself at the relevant time gave him the right to use his gun in 
exercise of this right. When there is evidence proving that a person accused of killing 
or injuring another acted in the exercise of the right of private defence, the Comt 
would not be justified in ignoring that evidence and convicting the accused merely 
because the latter has set up a defence of alibi and set forth a plea different from the 
right of private defence. The analogy of estoppel or of the technical rules of civil 
pleadings is, in cases like the present, inappropriate and the Courts are expected to 
administer the law of private defence in'a practical way with reasonable liberahty 
so as to effectuate its underlying object, bearing in mind that the essential basic 
character of this right is preventive and not retributive. 

V.K. 


Appeal allowed. 
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in foreign countries. The cultural Colombo Plan and Thailand scholars are 
gh’en admission in medical institutions in this country by reason of reciprocal 
arrangements of educational and cultural nature. Regarding Jammu and 
Kashmir scholars it must be remembered that the problems relating to them are of 
peculiar nature and there do not exist adequate arrangements for medical educa- 
tion in the State itself for its residents. The classification in all these cases is based 
on intelh'gible difierentia which distinguishes them fium the group to which the 
appelLants belong. 

The Government carmot be denied the right to decide from wha.t sources the 
admission 'vnll be made. That essentially is a question of policy' and depends 
zhfsr cUa on an o'v'erall assessment and surv'ey of the requirements of residents of 
particula.r territories and other categories of persons for whom it is' essential to 
prcr,-ide facilities for medical education. If the sources are properly classified 
■whether on territorial.geographical or other reasonable basis it is not for the Courts 
to interfere with the manner and method of making the classification. 

The main purpose of admission to a medical college is to impart educatian in 
the theory' and practice of medicine. The sources from which students have to 
be dravm are primarily determined by the authorities who maintain and run the 
institution, e.g., the Central Government in the present case. In {Minor) P. 
Rajindrcx. v. StaU cf Madras^ it has been stated that the object of selection for 
admission is to secure the best possible material. Tiiis can surely' be achieved 
by making proper rules in the matter of selection but there can - be no ' doubt 
that such seiectian has to be confined to the sources that are intended to 
supply the material. If the sources have been classified in the manner done in 
the present case it is difficult to see how that classification has no rational nexus 
with the object of imparting medical education and also of selection for the 
purpose. 

Held also that, the appellants do not have any right to challenge the nomina- 
tions made by the Gentral Government. They do not compete for the reserved 
seats and have no lords standi in the matter of nomination to such seats. The 
assumption that if nominations to reserved seats are not in accordance vdth the 
rules all such seats as have not been properly filled up would be thrown open to 
the general pool is svholly unformd^. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order, dated the 3rd December, 1968 of the 
Delhi High Court in Civil Writ Petition No. 817 of 1968. 

B. C. .Misra. Senior Admcate, {M. V. Gosicami, Advocate, with him), for Appel- 
ants . 

B. Sir., Senior Advocate, (S. P. J^qyar, Advocate, with him), for Respondents 
Nos. 1, 2 and 4. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Grater, J . — This is an appeal by certificate from a judgment of the Delhi High 
Court dismissing a petition ffled by the appellants under Articles 226 and 227 of the 
Constitution in the matter of their admission to the Alnulana Azad Medical College, 
Ne-.v Delhi, herein-.fter called the Jwledical College. ” 

The appellants are residents of Delhi. They passed the pre-medic?l exarnina- 
tion of die Delhi University held in April 1968 and obtained 62.5 per cent marks. 
In June 1963 they applied for admission to the first year !M3fB.S. class at the Lady 
Hardings Medical College, Ne'.v Delhi but they were not admitted. Thereafter tliey* 
applied for admission to the 2tLaulr.na Aztd Medical College. Tnis college, which is 
a o^nstituen: of the Uai-versity of Delhi, was established by the Government of India 
in June 1953. .-kccordingtothecollegeprospectus, 125smdents are admitted annuallv; 
15 per cent, seats are reserved for scheduled caste "candidates and 5 per ce.at. for 
scheduled tribe; candidates 25 per cent, of the seats (excluding the seats reserved for 
Government of India nominee;} arc reserved for girl students who are taken on the 
basis of merit. The following categories of students only are eligible for admission : 

I (196S1 2 S.CJ. EOl : A.I.R. I96S (S.C.) 12. 


SCJ— 31 
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(a) Residents of Delhi 

(i) (i) So'ns/daugh'ters of Central Government sen^ants posted in Delhi at 
the time of the admission. 

(ii) Candidate whose father is dead and is wholly dependent on brother/sister 
who is a Central Government servant posted in Delhi at the time of the admission, 

(r) Sons/daughters of residents of Union territories specified below including 
displaced persons registered therein and sponsored by their respective Adminis- 
tration of Territory : — 

(i) Himachal Pradesh (ii) Tripura (iii)’ Manipura (iv) Naga Hills 
(v) N.E.F.A. (iv) Andaman. 

(d) Sons/daughters of Central. Government servants posted in Indian 
Missions abroad. 

(e) Cultural scholars. 

(/) Colombo Plan scholars. 

(g) Thailand scholars. 

{h) Jammu and Kashmir State scholars. 

According to the note 23 seats are reserved for categories (c) to (h) above. The mini- 
mum percentage of marks ivhich a candidate seeking admission must have obtained 
, in the aggregate of compulsory subjects is 55. 

Now the appellants had obtained 62‘5 per cent marks and were domiciled in 
Delhi. According to tliem they were entitled to admission and ^vould have been 
admitted but for the reservation of the seats which were filled by nominations by the 
Central Government. In the year 1968 when the appellants sought admission 9 
students had been nominated by the Central Government out ofthe 23 seats which 
had been reserved for categories (c) to . (A) mentioned above. These students had 
obtained less percentage of marks than the appellants. The appellants filed a 'imt 
petition in the High Court challenging primarily theposver ofthe Central Government 
to make the nominations. It was prayed that these nominations, be struck down and 
the respondents (Union of India, Medical College,University of DeUii, etc.) be direct- 
ed to admit the appellants and all, other students who were eligible strictly in the 
order of merit. The svrit petition tvas disposed of by a Division Bench of the High 
Court. The authority ofthe Central Government to select candidates for the reserv'- 
ed seats W’as upheld. It was however, found that among the nine seats filled in tlie 
Medical College by the Government, two nominations had been made contrary to 
the admission rules. The High Court wns ofthe view that these two seats would also 
become a part of the general pool for admission of candidates on merit. The order 
was, therefore, made in the following terms : 

“ We, therefore, direct the respondents 1 to 4 as follows : two scats shall be fil- 
led immediately for admission to the first year M.B.B.S. Course of the College from 
the merits list in which petitioner No. 1 is ntimber 4 and petitioner No. 2 is number 
9. The respondents 1 to 4 shall immediately enquire from the candidates who 
are above the petitioners in order of merit whether they tvant the admissions and 
on their failure to reply in a short time or on their refusal to accept the offer, the 
admission shall be made either of the petitioners or of other candidates tvho arc 
above them in the nierits list •witliin one ■wcet: from today.” 

. In December 1968, the appellants filed a petition under section Il4 and Order 47, 
rule 1 read ssd tit. section 141, Civil Procedure Code seeking a review of the judg- 
ment and order dated 3rd December 1968. This petition was dismissed by the High 
Court by a detailed order dated 27th J-anuary 1969. On IstFcbruary' 1969, a petition 
was filed under Articles 133 (I) (c) .and 132 (1) ofthe Constitution for leave to .appeal 
to diis Court. In the prayer Leave was sought against the judgment dismissing the 
WTit petition as also the order by which the review petition was disposed of. In the 
certificate, however, in the heading only the judgment dated 3rd December 1968 is 
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mentioned. _ It would appear that the certificate was limited to the appeal against 
the wit petition. This would be so because under Order 47, rule 7 the order of the 
Court rejecting the application for review is not appealable. If the appellants de- 
sired to challenge that order it could have been done only by asking for leave of this 
Court under Article 136 which was never done. In these circumstances the argu- 
ments of Mr. B. C. Misra for the appellants were confined to the matters decided' by 
the judgment dated 3rd December, 1968. 

It is common ground that the University of Delhi is a statutory body incorpora- 
ted by the Delhi University Act of 1922 as amended from time to time. Under sec- 
tion 30 of that Act Ordinances can be made providing for various matters which 
include the admission of students to the University and their enrolment as such. Ordi- 
nance II provides that there shall be a Medical Courses Admission Committee. 
It is this committee which finalises the cases of admission except those which are to 
be referred to the Standing Committee on account of any special features. The 
Medical Courses Admission Committee at its meeting held on 5th November, 1965, 
recognised that 23 seats in the Medical College shall be reserv'ed for certain categories 
for nomination. This reservation was approved by the Standing Committee of the 
Academic Council of the Delhi University and finally by the Academic Council 
itself by means of a resolutiandated 3rd March, 1966. In the High Court and before 
us both sides argued on the footing that the rules set out in the prospectus of the 
Medical College relating to admission have statutory sanction and are not of a 
purely administrative nature. 

Before the High Court only tsvo questions ^vere raised. The first was w’hether 
the provision for reservation for seats %vas unconstitutional. The second was whether 
the nominations to the reserved seats had been made contrary to the rules. 
Mr. Misra hasampliGedthe firstsubmissionbyurgingthatthe reservation of seats for 
admission to the Medical College svas not based on any reasonable classification 
and suffered from the vice of discrimination. According to him such reservation -was 
hit bv Article 14 read wth clauses (I) and (4) of Article 15 and clause (2) of Article 
29 of the Constitution. In addition the system of nominations being made by the 
Government and not by the Admission Committee %vas per se discriminatory. 

Article 29 (2) may be read first. It says, no citizen shall be denied admission 
into anv educational institution maintained by the State or receiving aid out of 
State funds on grounds only of religion, race, caste, language or any of them. 
Under clause (1) of Article 15 the State cannot discriminate against any citizen on 
grotmds only of religion, caste, sex, place of birth or any of them. Clause (4), 
however, provides that nothing in the Article shall prevent the State from making 
any special provision for theadvancement of any socially and educationally backward 
classes of citizens or for the scheduled castes and tribes. According to Mr. Misra 
the categories (c) to (ft) contained in rule 4 relating to eligibility for admission for 
whom seats are reserved do not fall svithin the exception contained in clause 4 of 
Article 1 5. The persons in these categories, it is said, cannot be regarded as socially 
and educationally backtvard classes of citizens nor can it be supposed that all of 
them must belong to scheduled castes and tribes. 

"We are unable to see how Article 15 (1) can be invoked in the present case. 
The rules do not discriminate bettvecn any citizen on grotmds only of religion, race, 
caste, sex, place of birth or any of them. Nor is Article 29 (2) of any assistance to 
the appellants. They are not being denied admision into the Medical College on 
grounds only of religion, race, caste, language are any of them. This brings us to 
Article 14. It is claimed that merit should be the sole criterion and as soon as other 
factors like those mentioned in clauses (c) to (ft) to rule 4 are introduced, discrimi- 
nation becomes apparent. 

As laid down in Shri Ram Krishna Dalmia v. Shri justice S. R. Tendolker and Olliers'^, 
Article 14 forbids class l^islation; it docs not forbid resonable classification. In 


1. (1959) SC.T. 147’: (1959)11 -An. W.R. S CR, 279. 

S.C.) 67 : (1959) I M.LJ. (S-C.) _67 :,(I959) 
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Other to pass the test of permissible classification t%vo conditions must be fulfilled: (i) 
that the cI?.ssification is founded on intelligible difierential ■which distinguishes per- 
sons or things that are grouped together from others left out of the group and, (ii) 
that differentia musthave a rational relation to the object sought to be achieved. The 
iirstgroup ofpersons for whom seatshave been reserved are thesons and daughters of 
residents of Union territories other than Delhi. .These areas are •jvell hno^vn to be 
comparatively baclaw.rd and with the exception of Himaclial Pradesh they do not 
have any Medical College of their owm. It was nccessarjf that persons desirous of 
receiving medical education from these areas should be prmdded some facility for 
doing so. As regards the sons and .daughters of Central Government serv^ants post- 
ed in Indian Missions abroad it is equally well kno\s'n that due to exigencies of their 
service these persons are faced with lot of difficulties in the matter of education. Apart 
from the problems of language,it is not easy or always possible to get admission into 
institutions imparting medical education in foreign countries. The cultural, Colom- 
bo Plan and Thailand scholars are given admission in medical institutions in this 
country by reason of reciprocal arrangements of educational and cultural nature. 
Regarding Jammu and Kashmir scholars it must be remembered that the problems 
relating to them are of a peculiar nature and there do not exist adequate arrange- 
ments for medical education in the State itself for its residents. The classification 
in all these ca'es is based on intelligible differential which distinguishes them from the 
group to ^vhich the appellants belong. 

It is the Central Government which bears the financial burden of running the 
medical college. It is for it to lay down the criteria for eligibility. From the very' 
nature of things it is not ptssible to throw the admission open to students from all 
over the country. The Government cannot be denied the right to decide from 
what sources the admission ssnll be made. That essentially is a question of policy 
and depends infer alia on an overall assessment and survey of the requirements of re- 
sidents of partiailar territories and other categories of persons for ■whom it is essential 
to provide facilities for medical education. If the sources are properly classified ■^vhe- 
tlier on territorial, geographical or other reasonable basis it is not for the Courts to 
interfere ■with the manner and method of making the classification. 

The next question that has to be determined is 'whether the differentia on ■which 
classification has been made has rational relation with the object to be achie\'ed. The 
main purpose of admission to a medical college is to impart education in the theory 
and practice of medicine. As noticed before the sources from which students have to 
be dratvn are primarily determined by the authorities tsho maintain and rtm the 
institution, e.g., the Central Gkjvemment in the present case. In {Minor') P. Rajendran 
v. Stale of Maras''-, it has been stated tliat the object of selection for admission is Jo 
secure the best possible material. Tliis can surely be achieved by making proper rujes 
in the matter of selection but there can Benodoubt thatsuch selection has to be con- 
fined to the sources that are intended to supply the material. If the sources have been 
classified in the mannes done in the present case it is difficult to see how that classifi- 
cation has no rational nexus witli the object of imparting medical education and 
also of selection for the purpose. 

The case of {Adinor) P. Rajendran^ is clearly distinguishable because there 
the classification had been made districtrvise rvhich %vas considered to liave no reaso- 
nable relation rrith the object sought to be achieved. Nor can the decision of .a FuU 
Bench of the Patna High Court in Umesh Ch. Sinha v. V. AT. Singh^ Principal, P.Af.C. and 
Hospital and ofhen-, he ofany avail to the appellants. In that case preferential treat- 
ment had been given to the children of the employees of the Patna University in tlic 
matter of admission to the P.itna Medical College. It was held that there ■^^as no 
rrasonp.blc nexus between the principle governing admission to the college on the 
one hand and the pecuniary difficulties or the meritorious services reserved scats can- 
not be considered to be preferential treatment of any kind. Pref rential treatment to 

I. (mS)2S.C.J.801 : 09SS) 2 An.'W.R. iPfiS S.C. 1012. 

(S.C.) 121 : (I96S) 2 M-hJ. S.C. I2I : A 7 R. 2- 1967 I.L.R. 46 Pat. 616. 
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thediildrenof these employees would amount to favouritisin and patronage. There is 
no question of any preferential treatment being accorded to any particular cate^^ 
or class of persons desirous of receiving medical education in the present case. The 
mere fact that the Central Government has to make the nominations with re^,rd to 
the reserved seats cannot be considered to be preferential treatment of any kmd. As 
the candidate for the reserved seats have to be dra%vn from different sources it womd 
be difficult to have uniformity in the matter of selection frorn. amongst them. The 
High Court was right in sa.ying that the standards of the examination passed by thei^ 
the subjects studied bv them and the educational background of each of them ivould 
be different and divergent and therefore the Central Government was the appropriate 
authority which could make a proper selection out of those cat^ori^. Moreover 
this is being done with the tacit approval and consent of the Medical Courses 
mission Committee. It appears that the Central Government has been acting m 
a very reasonable ivay inasmuch as when nominations ivcre made only' to mne sea s 
the rest were thrown open to the general pool. 

The other qui stion ivhich ^\•as canvassed before the High Court and which h?^ 
been pressed before us relates to the merits of the nomination made to the reserved 
seats. It seems to us that the appellants do not have any right to chaUenge the nomi- 
nations made by the Central Government. They do not compete for the reserved 
seats and have no loctis standi in the matter of noinination to such f ^ assump- 

tion that if nominations to reserved scats are not in accordance svith the rules all such 
seats as have not been properly filled up ■would be thrown open to the general poo is 
tv-holly unfounded. The Central Government is under no obligation to relc ase those 

seat to the general pool. It may in the larger interest of giving maximum ene t 

to candidates belonging to the non-resr xved seats release thena but it ^imot e com- 
pelled to do so at the instance of students who have applied for admission trom out 
of the categories for whom seats have not been reserved. In our opmon the High 
Court was in error in going into the question and holding that out of the mne s^^ts fai- 
led by nomination two had been ^led contrary to the admission nil« ^d these 
tvould be converted into the generaTpool. Since no appeal has been filed against 
that part of the Order we refrain from making any further observations m the matter. 


Finally Mr. Misra attempted to agitate the question of some of the nominations 
being ille3al as the candidate who had been nominated had not apjfiied m tune 
the prescribed date being 1st August, 1968. This contention cannot be mterteine 
for two ri asons. The first is that no sucli point appears to have been raised ^ 
the High Cotut wh' n the tvxit petition w?.s disposed of on 3rd Decem^r, . is 
onlv at the stage of review that this matter seems to have been pressed. \ 

it has be n held by' us that the appellants had no right to challenge the nominal n 
which had bet:n made by the Ci-ntral Government. It was not there ore, op 
them to assail any of the nominations which had bern made. 

The appeal fails and it is dismissed with no order as to costs. . . r 

V M K Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 


(Civil Appellate Jiuisdiction) 
Presext : — ^AI. Hid.^yatullah, Chief justice akd G. 
Shaikh Alahamad Umarsaheb 


K. Mitter, J. 

. . Appellant* 


Kadalaskar Hasham Karimsab and others 


. . Respondents. 

Afahareshtra Alunicipalities Act, 1965 [XL of ^ 

petition— Reception of evidence of two witnesses called as Court witnesses, tf vitiates the 

whole trial — Order i6, rule 14, Civil Procedure Code. 

The case of the election petitioner was that the appellant was guilty of publica- 
tion of two pamphlets which cast serious aspersions on his character and conduct 


CA. No. 2322 of 1965. 


nth March, 1969. 
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and prejudiced him materially in the eyes of the voters as a result whereof he lost 
the election and that the first of these also aroused the religious sentiments of 
Muslim %’’oters to his detriment. The appellant found guilty of publication of 
the first pamphlet only. This \vp.s signed by six persons. There •^\•as no evidence 
as to rrhcrc it rras printed or who got it printed. The evidence adduced by the 
election petitioner was that the appellant had published all the pamphlets mention- 
ed in the petition and distributed the same amongst the voters and the petitioner 
had come across the first pamphlet during the process of distribution. There can 
be no two opinions about the contents of the pamphlet being defamatory of tlie 
election petitioner’s character. It may be that in the instant casCj if the two 
persons had not been examined, the Judge might well have decided the issue Ae 
other ■u'av. But the Act certainly gave him the power to do so and no exception 
can be taken to the course adopted by the Judge although it must be recorded that 
his earlier order refusing to issue summons to them in the first instance -when asked 
to do so on tire 21st August rvas hardly justifiable. Probably the learned Judge 
realised that his order of the 2 1 st August, needed recalling. The appellant would 
have had a real cause for grievance ifhehad asked for an opportunity to rebut the 
evidence of these two witnesses and had been denied the same but this has nowhere 
been alleged. On the evidence no exception can be taken to the course adopted 
by the Judge in deciding the issue against the appellant on the facts and circum- 
stance of this case. It may be that the evidence which was adduced tras not so 
immaculate that another learned Judge deciding the petition might not have 
taken a difierent viCTv. But it cannot be said that there "was no evidence on which 
the Judge could have come to the conclusion he did. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Order dated the 4th October, 1968 of the 
Bombay High Court in Special Civil Application No. 2053 of 1968. 

A*". JV. Kesiaani, for Appellant. 

Mjs. R. B. Dalar and S. JV. Prasad, for Respondent No. 1. 

S. P. Kayar, for Respondents Nos. 2 to 4. 

Tlie Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

liditler, J. — ^This is an appeal by Special Leave from an order of the Bombay High 
Court dismissing in limine an application under Articles 226 and 227 of the Constitu- 
tion and refusing to quash the judgment and order of the Assistant Judge at Sangli 
rendered in Election Petition No. 10 of 1967. The facts are as follows : 

On 3rd June, 1967 elecdon ofcoimcillors to the Sangli City Mimicipality ts-as 
held under the Maharashtra Municipalities Act, 1965 (hereinafter referred to as the 
‘Act’). The counting of votes took place udth regard to Ward No. 25 on 4thJime, 
1967. According to the elecdon petition, the results were published in the Official 
Gazette on 15th June, 1967 and thepetidon was filed on 24th Jime, 1967. Tliepetidon- 
er who svas himself a candidate for elecdon from the said ward challenged the elec- 
tion of the appellant before us on several grounds set forth in paragraph 3 of the peti- 
tion. The first of these sras to the effect that the appellant had, rnth the help of his 
supporters, published an undated pamphlet and circulated the same on_a large scale 
among the voters in Ward No. 25 and that the said pamphlet contained tmtruc, 
false and defamatory statements about die petidoner thereby' prejudicing die voters 
generally against him and in particular insdgadng the Muslim voters to vote 
against him by' arousing their religious sentiments. Another similar ground based on 
a defamatory' pamphlet dated 30th May, 1967 tras urged in the pedtion. Charges of 
terrorising voters and securing votes by false personadon were also levelled therein. 
Statements were made in the petition that die appellant’s name as councillor had 
been dedared in the Official Gazette onlSthJune, 1967 and the peddoncr’s cause of 
acdon had arisen on that date. Tlic first of these was expressly accepted as correct 
in the vTitten statement of the appellant and the second remained unclialicngcd. 
The appellant however repelled the charges mentioned above and denied that he 
was responsible for the publicadon of any of the impugned pamphlets. 
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Of the four issues framed at the hearing of the petition^ the first was . 

“WTiether the petitioner proved that opponent No. 1 who was elected as Munici- 
pal Councillor for Ward No. 25 had used malpractices at the time of the election 
by arousing religious sentiments ofthe voters and^m?.king defamatory statements 
against the petitioner by publishing pamphlets ?” 

The petitioner gave evidence himself about the allegation in the petition to subs- 
tantiate the charges raised by him. The appellant examined hi^el to comra ^t 
the said evidence. It appears that the petitioner had in the list of wataesses filed by 

hhuj mentioned the names oftwo persons, Hakim Abdul RahimanSha - an P‘' 

Chintaman Ghugare and that these two persons had attended the our 
days when they were not examined. On 21st August, 1968 the pe i loner . 

application before the Judge for issuing summons on A^etwo persons as is wi 

but the learned Judge rejected that application The appeUant ^ ^ 

on the same day and the arguments started on 22nd Augus , . o- +t, e evidence 

Courtadjournedthehearirgoftheca.se to 24th Au^t,1968forrecordmgt^^ 

of these two witnesses in respect of whom ^ j 99 ^, j Aurast 1968 

tion petitioner on the previous day. The order EiAibit 36, da rfthat thev 

tends to show that the learned Judge tvas persuad^to do so y m ; 

W'ere Government servants. He however recorded^that the 

that these witnesses should be examined. He fixed 24th » nprsons These 

ing ofthe matter and directed the issue of summonses o _ ese ^ P ^Lg^g^fter the 
two persons w'ere examined on the 24th August as Cou _ w ess , . , 

argument of Counsel was resumed and concluded. By ,. • favour ofthe 

August, 1968, the learned Judge aUowed the election petition to 

petitioner on the first issiTe. ^The appeUant before 

the HighCourtunder Articles 226 and 227 of the Cons * /;mn 5 on 4 th October, 

ofthe Judge; buttheHigh Court dismissed the writ 

1968 and the appellant has now come up before this Court by Special 

Learned Counsel for the appeUant rais^ five iJJ^fwitoes^ 

was that the procedure adopted by the trial Court was _wr 8 election petitioner 
es who were examined as Court ^vimesses had_ been citpd by the elect^^^ 

earUer and the learned Judge had in the exercise opiuis out August 1968. It 

ed to issue summonses to them ^vhen he ws asked o o , ^ Tud’ee to exa- 

^v-as urged that having rejected senous irregularity ^vhich 

nune these two persons as Court witnesses and th tVip Tiidpe based on 

ihe High Court should have set right by the election petition iras 

the evidence of these \vimesses. The second pomt maintainable, 

filed beyond the period prescribed by the Act and as m . , appellant was 

Th« thi’rd pomtiL thaf the first issee which 

so coifihsmg and misleading thatthere tvas no 1 STere ™s no 

dice of the appellant. The fourth point was that m any .. gj- point 

of cormpt pSctiee of which the appell^t co^f b' ffr i%eriS of foe ?cars 

was that the order of the Judge disquahfymg the appeUant p 

wns tmduly harsh and ought to be set aside. _ 

With regard to the first point it pamph^^^ 

tioner \va.s that the appeUant was guilty oi puoli ht'-m m-iteripllv in the 

5 lhe deionin'd that the first of these also 

eyes ofthe voters as a result whereo the lost me Me ripfrimprit The aonel- 

aroused the religious sentiments of the Mmlhn vo ers This w?s si<med 

lants sv-as foundVilt>' of publication ofthe minted or JoTt it 

bv six persons There was no evidence as to where it was prmted or wiio got it 

printed T^e evidence adduced by the election petmoner that the appeUant 
Ld publishii all the pamphlets mentioned in the petmon and chstributed the same 
amongot the voters and the petitioner had come across the first p^phlet during Ae 
procers of distribution. There can be no tsvo opmions about the extents ol the 
pamphlet being defamatory of the election pctiuoncr s character. Tlie pamphlet 
read : 
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“ H. K. Kadlaskar, who contests the election from "Ward No. 25 is an indepen- 
dent candidate, has been ostracized from the Muslim community and he has no 
support of the Muslim commimity and therefore nobody should vote for him.” 

\\0iile KadlasKar Aras in charge of the management of the Kabarasthan, he \ras 
e.xtracting Rs. 12 for allo's\'ing die members of Muslim community to bur}' their 
dead and had prohibited the burial of the dead bodies of dancing girls and had 
extracted hundreds of rupees from the persons whose dead were buried there. He 
turned the Kabarasthan into a brothel and was trading in illicit liquor for which 
he tv-as convicted. Recently he got published a pamphlet in the name ofhis mis- 
tress Noorjahan Bapulal Kavathekar to defame Mohamad Umar Shaikh and he 
is making some imputations against the private character of Mohamad Umar and 
Moulana hannan and nobody should vote for this mean-minded and anti-social 
person. 

In a meeting of the Muslim workers held on 29thApril, 1967 in the Madina Masjid 
Hall under the presidentship of M.G. Shaik it ^v^s resolved tmanimously that in 
the place of Shaikh Usman Abdul Bidiwale the Congr^s ticket should be given to 
Umar Shaikh, who had the backing of Muslim community and that he did great 
public service in the past. So all the voters should cast v'ote in favour of Mohamad 
Umar Shaikh whose symbol is a pair of bidlocks. 

(1) Ramjan Mohiddin Jamadar (Hundekari), Chairman Idgah Committee. 
(2) Shaik Abdul Sattur Rahhnanbhai Bidiwale, Treasurer, Idgah Fund Com- 
mittee. (3) Moulana Hannan, manager of Madarsa-e-Hidayatul Islam, and 
member of Madina Masjid. (4) Kamalsaheb Babasaheb Shiledar, Chairman of 
Madina Masjid and member of Idgah Committee. (5) Satyed Amin, member 
of Madarsac-Hidayatul Islam and Idgah Committee. (6) Jalaloddin AUabux 
Sajyad, B-.A.., LI. B., member of Madarsa-e-HidayatuI Islam.” 

The appellant "who led evidence on his own behalf denied the publication of tlie 
pamphlet and the distribution of it by him as alleged by the petitioner. Nothing 
came out in cross-examination ofthe appellant to substantiate the election petitioner’s 
averment that he was responsible for its distrifaution.Of the t\s‘o witnesses who were 
examined as Court witnesses by the Judge, the witness Gopal Chintaman Ghugare 
did hot say anything material on the point of distribution by the appellant. He 
merely said that he had seen people reading the pamphlet but he did not know who 
had distributed it. The other Avimess Hakim Abdul Rahiman Shaik stated cate- 
gorically that he had received a copy of the pamphlet oh the day previous to the 
municipal election, that is to say, on 2nd Jime 1967 and he gave foil particulrs as to 
hosv he came to receive it. He stated that he had attended a prayer meeting at a 
mosque on the 2nd June and after the Namaj was over the appellant had read over 
the pamphlet and one Moulana Hannan lent support to the appellant. In cross- 
examination it ^vas elicited from him that although he had occasion to see tlie distri- 
bution of other pamphlets, he could give no details thereof, f.e., either about the per- 
son who distributed them on the dates when that was done. In cross-examination 
of this ^v■itness serious accusations -were made against his character and probably no 
exception could have been taken if the Judge hearing the matter had refused to 
believe him. However that may be, the learned Judge accepted his testimony and 
came to the conclusion that the appellant had been personally responsible for the 
distribution of the first pamphlet and as such found him guilty of a corrupt practice 
and made an order disqualifying him under the Act from taking part in municipal 
elections for the next five years. 

It was strenuously argued by learned Counsel for the appellant that the recep- 
tion of evidence of the two witnesses called as Court w-imesscs vitiated the whole trial 
and tlierefore the High Court was not right in refusing to quash the order. Our 
attention was drawn to the provisions of Order XVI rule 14 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure and particularly to the conditions under which the Court may examine 
any person other than a party’ to tlic suit and not called as a ivitness by a party to th e 
suit but of its own motion to give evidence therein. It was argued that after has-ing 
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turned do-ivn the application of the election petitioner on the 21st August for issue of 
summons to these hro persons, the learned Judge clearly went wrong in allowing 
them to be called as Court •vvitn^ses. In this connection we may note the provisions 
ofsection 21, sub-section 7 of the Ivlaharashtra Municipalities Act, 1965. It provides 
as follows : — 

“ * * * # 

(7) For the trial of such petition, the Judge shall have all the powers of a 
cml Court including power in respect of the following matters: — 

{a) discover}' and inspection ,* 

(i) enforcing the attendance of witnesses and requiring the deposit of their 
expenses ; 

(c) compelling the production of documents : 

(d) examining witnesses on oath ; 

(r) granting adjournments ; 

(_/) reception of evidence on affidavit ; and 

(g) issuing commissions for the examination of witnesses ; 

and the Judge may summon svo molu any person whose evidence appears to 
him to be material. The Judge shall be deemed to be a civil Court, within the 
meaning of sections 480 and 482 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898.” 

It appears that under this section, the Judge is given powers wider than those given 
by the Code of Civil Procedure under Order 16 rule I4 inasmuch as the section does 
not prescribe any prerequisite to the examination of a person as Court svitness as 
envisaged by the Code of Civil Procedure. In our view, the learned Judge had juris- 
diction to caU these two persons as witness imder the provisions of the Act. 1 Ve may 
note that even imder the Representation of the People Act, 1951 which does not con- 
tain a similar provision it has been held by this Court that 

“ although the trial Court should be at arms length and the Court should 

not really enter into the dispute as a third party, but it is not to be understood that 
tlie Court never has the power to summon a witness or to call for a document vshich 
would throw' light upon the matter, particularly of corrupt practice which is alleged 
and is being sought to be proved. If the Coxut was satisfied that a corrupt prac- 
tice has in fact been perpetrated, may be by one side or the other, it was absolutely 
necessary to find out, who was the author of that corrupt practice.” fSee R.AI. 
Seshadri v. G. Vasanla Paij^. 

In that case, the corrupt practice with which the appellant was charged was having 
used a large number of motor vehicles for the free conveyance of voters at an election. 
The trial Judge examined two witnesses as Goxirt witnesses and it is quite clear that 
but for the evidence of these two persons, it wotdd have been very difficult, if not im- 
possible, for the Judge to have come to the conclusion he did and find the appellant 
guilty of corrupt practice. Although one of the two wimesses so examined had 
been cited earlier as a wimess by one of the parties, he was not examined but during 
the course of the evidence led before the trial Court, it became quite clear that the 
two persons who were called as Court wimesses were fully conversant vsith the engage- 
ment of the motor vehicles and the Court therefore examined them as Court witnesses 
and on the basis of their evidence, foimd the appellant guilty of a corrupt practice. 
There this Court had to deal with the prov-isions of Order 16, rule 14 and the quota- 
tion from that judgment shows that the powers of the Court in this respect are ofwide 
amplitude, specially' when investigation is being made into allegations about the com- 
mission of a corrupt practice. It may' be that in the instant case, if the two persons 
had not been examined , the Judge might well have decided the issue the other way. 

1. (1969) 2 S.CJ.20S: (1969) 2 Mi J. 1969 S.C.' 692/ 

(S.C.) fO: (1969) 2 An. WJL. (S.C.) 50; A J.R. 

S C J— 32 
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But the Act certainly gave him the po%ver to do so and no exception can be taken to 
the course adopted by the Judge although it must be recorded that his earlier order 
refusing to issue summons to them in the first instance rvhen asked to do so on the 
2 1st August svas hardly justifiable. Probably the learned Judge realised that his 
order of the 21st August needed recalling. The appellant ssould have had a real 
cause for grievance if he had asked for an opportunity' to rebut the evidence of these 
tsvo witnesses and had been denied the same but this has nowhere been alleged. 
On the esddence no exception can be taken to the course adopted by the Judge in 
deciding the issue against the appellant on the facts and circumstances of this case. 
It may be that the evidence which wzs adduced was not so immaculate that another 
learned Judge deciding the petition might not have taken a different vietv'. But it 
cannot be said that there was no evidence on which the Judge could have come to 
the conclusion he did. The first point therefore fails. 

With regard to the second point, the learned Counsel argued by reference to 
two publications in the Maharashtra Gazette, the one of 8th June, 1967 and the other 
of 15th June, 1967 that the first publication having taken place on the 8th June the 
time-limit of ten day'o fixed under section 21, sub-section (1) of the Act began to run 
from tliat date and the petition which was filed on the 24th June was beyond time 
and should not have been entertained. It is difficult for us to see why two Gazette 
notifications had become necessary. One seems to be the verbatim reprint of the 
other. The first publication dated 8th June is headed “ Maharashtra Government 
Gazette — ^Extraordinary — Official publication ” while the other is headed “ Maha- 
rashtra Government Gazette — Official Publication ”. The first bears the date 8th 
Jime and -he second b^ars the date 15th June and both start with the sentence, 

“ in accordance svith section 19 (1) of the Maharastra Municipalities Act, i965 
it is declared that in respect of the Sangli Municipal Council General Elections 
held on 3rd June 1967, the below mentioned candidates are elected from the 
below mentioned wards for the seats mentioned as against their names ”. 

As a matter of fact, it does not appear that there is any difierence between 
the two Gazettes with regard to the names of the successful councillors. The 
appellant might have, if so minded, set up the first Gazette publication as 
the one fixing tlie period of limitation in trhich case tlie trial Judge t\ould 
have been required to go into the matter. But the appellant precluded himself 
from doing so by his imconditional acceptance of the statements in para- 
graphs 1 and 2 of the petition. If the point had been canvassed before the 
learned trial Judge he would certainly have gone into the matter and found out 
why there were tivo Gazette publications and which •was the publication to be 
taken into accoimt for computation of the period of limitation prescribed by section 
21 (1) of tlie Act. There -ivas no error apparent on the face of the record before 
the High Court and consequently the jurisiction imder .Article 226 of the Constitu- 
tion could not have been exercised on the facts of the case by the issue of a ssTit of 
cerliorari. Neither could the High Court have set aside the order of the trial Court 
imder Article 227 of the Constitution under which the High Court’s power ofsuperin- 
tendenceis conned to seeing that the trial Court had not transgressed the limits 
imposed by the Act. On the facts of the case the High Court ■was not called upon 
to go into this question. 

Tliere is certainly some substance in the grievance raised on behalf of the 
appellant that the first issue was rather confusing and misleading. Instead of fram- 
ing a separate issue with regard to each charge of corrupt practice raised in the 
petition, the learned Judge framed the issue in a manner tvhich leaves much to be 
desired. For instance he should have framed separate issue with regard to each of 
the pamphlets. The issues should further have specified tlie difierent heads of 
corrupt practice committed in respect of each of the pamphlets. cannot, 
however, come to the conclusion that because of the unsatisfactory nature of the 
issues framed, the whole trial is vitiated. The appellant knew exactly what points 
he had to meet. E-vidcnce was adduced about the publication and distribution of 
the pamphlets by the election petitioner and contradicted by the appellant. As wt; 
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have already stated, although the evidence about the distribution of the pamphlet 
was meagre and not beyond reproach, it was not for the High Com-t to take the 
vie%\' that the order ought to be qixashed on the groimd that there was no evidence. 
It was urged by learned Counsel for the appellant that there was enough material 
for the Court to come to the conclusion that Hakim Abdul Rahiman Shaik was not 
a person whose veracity could not be depended upon. There is much that can be 
said against him but this does not mean that everything deposed to by him should be 
rejected and when the trial Judge accepted the evidence with regard to the distribu- 
tion of the pamphlet by the appellant the High Court which vv'as not hearing an 
appeal could not be expected to take a different view in exercising jurisdiction 
under Articles 226 and 227 of the Constitution and for ourselves, ^ve see no reason 
to interfere with the order of the High Court. 

The fourth point too is not one of substance. If the distribution of the pamphle^ 
be accepted, there can be no doubt that the appellant was guilty of trying to arouse 
religious sentiments of the voters of the particular irard a majority of whom were 
Muslims. The pamphlet starts off by describing the election petitioner as a person 
ostracised from the Muslim community. If this statement was true, naturally any 
right thinking Muslim would think twice before casting his vote in favour of such 
person. There was also a charge in that pamphlet that he had turned the 
Kabarasthan into a brothel and w'as trading in illicit liquor for which he was alleged 
to have been convicted. In our view, there is no merit in this point raised by the 
learned Counsel. 

As regards the last point, it ^v-as for the learned Judge to have come to his o\vn 
conclusion as to the period of disqualification. The maximum penalty which the 
Act allowed him to impose w-as disqualification for six years and we see no reason 
to take any exception to the disqualification actually imposed. As noted above, 
the allegations of corrupt practice were of a serious nature and if the appellant was 
found guilty' of the commission thereof^ the period of five years’ disqualification 
would certainly not be inappropriate. 

In the result, therefore, the appeal fails ; but in the circumstances of this case 
as-e make no order as to costs. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF. INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri, R. S. Bachawat and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

The State of Gujarat . . Appellant* 

a. 

Patel Raghav Natha and others ' . . Respondents. 

Bombay Land Revenue Code (F(^1879), sections 65 arA 211 — Interpretation — Order of the 
Collector — Revisional poiaers — Exercise of— No stipulation of time — Commissioner to 
exercise his povoers within reasonable lime. 

The question arises whether the Commissioner can revise an order made imder 
section 65 of the Bombay Land Revenue Code, 1879 at any time. It is true 
that there is no period of limitation prescribed imder section 211 , but it seems plain 
that this power must be exercised in reasonable time and the length of the reason- 
able time must be determined by the facts of the case and the nature of the order 
which is being revised. Section 65 itself indicates the length of the reasonable 
time within w'hich the Commissioner must act imder section 21 1. Under section 
65 of the Code if the Collector does not inform the applicant of his decision on 
the application within a period of three months the permission applied for shall 
be deemed to have been granted. This section shows that a period of three 
months is considered ample for the Collector to make up his mind and beyond that 
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the Legislature thinhs that the matter is so urgent that permission shall be deemed 
to have been granted. Reading sections 211 and 65 together it seems to us that 
the Commissioner must exercise his revisional powers ^vith^n a few months of the 
order of the Collector. This is reasonable time because after the grant of the 
permission for building purposes the occupant is likely to spend money on starting 
building operations at least within a few months from the date of the permission. 
In this case the Commissioner set aside the order of the Collector on 12th October, 
1961, i.e., more than a year after the order, and it seems that this order was passed 
too late. The order of the Commissioner should be quashed on the ground that 
he did not give any reasons for his conclusions. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated the 25th/27th 
July, 1964 of the Gujarat High Court in Special Civil Application No. 31 of 1962. 

R. H. Dhfhar, Urmila Kapoor and S. P. Kayar, Advocates, for Appellant. 

Pursholtam Trikamdas, Senior Advocate, (7. K. Shroff, Advocate, with him), for 
Respondent No. 1. 

JV. S. Bindra, Senior Advocate, {K. L. Halhi, Advocate of MJs. Hathi & Co., 
%vith him), for Respondent No. 3. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Sihri, J . — 'This appeal by Special Leave is directed against the judgment of the 
High Court of Gujarat (Vakil, J.) allowing the application filed by Patel Raghav 
Natha, respondent before us and hereinafter referred to as the petitioner, and 
quashing the order, dated 12th October, 1961, passed by the Commissioner Rajkot 
Division. The Commissioner by this order had set aside the order of the Collector, 
dated 2nd July, 1960, granting permission to the petitioner to use some land in 
Survey No. 417 for non-agricultural purposes. 

In order to appreciate the contentions raised before us it is necessary to set out a 
few facts. The petitioner tvas a resident of the State of Rajkot and at an auction 
effected by the State he acquired on or about 22nd September, 1938, agricultural 
land bearing survey No. 417 which in all measured about 12 acres and 12 ganthas. 
After some acquisitions by the State out of this survey number he was left with 
2 acres and 10 ganthas of agricultural land. On 20th October, 1958, the petitioner 
applied to the Collector for permission to convert this land to non-agricultural use, 
under section 65 of the Bombay Land Revenue Code, 1879, hereinafter referred 
to as the Code. This petition was first rejected by the Collector, but the Divisional 
Commissioner remanded the matter to the Collector. On remand, the then Collec- 
tor of Rajkot, after holding an enquiry, granted permission to the petitioner to use 
the land for non-agricultural use by his order dated 2nd July 1960. Pursuant to this 
order a sanad was issued by the Collector to the petitioner on 27th July 1960. It ap- 
pears tliat the Jonffd tvas amended on 3rd November, 1960 and 1st December, I960. 
The sanad W'as in form M-1 and a number of conditions were appended to the 
sanad. Condition 6 of the main sanad provided that “ save as herein provided, the 
grant shall be subject to the provisions of the said code. ” The special conditions 
originally included a condition that the land shall be used exclusively for constructing 
residential houses (condition 5) but this condition tvas altered in November, 1960. 

It appears that the Municipal Committee of Rajkot had objected to the grant of 
permission before the Collector "when a sketch of the land svas sent to the Municipali- 
ty. The objections as they appear from the order of the Collector granting the 
sanad were directed against the accuracy of the sketch, shotving the northern and the 
western comers of the Ramkrishna Ashram, and regarding the boundaries and situa- 
tion of the roads in survey Nos. 417 and 418. The Collector had overruled these 
objections. 

The Municipal Committee approached the Commissioner to exercise powers 
under section 211 of the Code. The Commissioner noted the objections of the 
Municipality and after reciting the objections and the arguments of the learned 
Counsel for the petitioner and after inspecting the site, observed : 
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" I'roni this inspection the contentions of the Municipality as to the existence of 
various roads as well as the nature of the Kharaba land has been proved beyond 
doubt. 

In light of the above arguments as svell as the site inspection and the papers of 
the case^ I set aside the order of the Collector granting N.A. Permission. I consi- 
der, on ■weighing aU evidence cited above, that the land does not belong to 
Shri Raghav Natha. ” 

It is this order which has been quashed by the High Court. 

The following grounds were urged before the learned Judge : 

(1) The Commissioner or the State Government had no authority under sec- 
tion 211 of the Code to revise the order of the Collector so as to affect the agreement 
or sanad granted to him. 

(2) Tire Commissioner’s order is not a speaking order as no reasons are given 
by him for setting aside the Collector’s order and, tlrerfore, it should be quashed. 

(3) The question of title to the land was not in controversy at all before the 
Collector and, therefore, it tvas not open to the Commissioner to permit the Munici- 
pality to agitate that question and the Commissioner had no jurisdiction to decide 
that question. 

(4) In case the above points are not accepted, the order of the Commissioner 
is bad even on merits as the Commissioner had erred in la\v in allowing the questions 
to be agitated before him which •\vere not agitated before the Collector and svhich 
involved considerations which ^vere completely foreign to those which were actually 
before the Collector. 

IV’hile dealing ■with ground No. 1 the learned Judgeheld that the Commissioner 
had no jurisdiction to pass an order which would nullify the sanad, and that the sanad 
ss'as binding on both the parties till it was set asid.e in due course of law. On the 
second grotmd he held that there ^v'as some force in the submission. But he observed ; 

“ But at the same time if I had to decide this case on this contention raised. 

I may not have interfered only on this ground, with the decision of the Commis- 
sioner.” 

On the third ground he found that it was true that the question of title was agitated 
by the Municipal Committee for the first time before the Commissioner, though it 
•^vas primarily for the petitioner to show that he an occupant within the meaning 

of section 65 of the Code. But then the learned Judge decided not to eiiter into the 
merits of the case as he had come to the clear conclusion that the Commissioner had 
no authorit)' to pass the order that he did under section 21 1 of the Code. 

The learned Counsel for the State of Gujarat, Mr. Dhebar, challenges the deci- 
sion of the High Court that the Commissioner had no jurisdiction to pass the order 
dated 12th October, 1961. The relevant provisions of the Code and the Land 
Revenue Rides, 1921, hereinafter referred to as the Rules, are as follo^ivs : 

“ The Bombay Land Revenue Code, 1879. 

48. (1) The land revenue leviable on any land under the provisions of this Act 

- shall be assessed, or shall be deemed to have been assessed, as the case may be, 
with reference to the use of the land — 

(c) for the purpose of agriculture, 

(6) for the purpose of building, and 

(c) for a purpose other than agriculture or building. 

(2) INTicre land assessed for use for any purpose is used for any other purpose, 
the assessment fixed imder the provisions of this Act upon such land shall, not- 
tvithstanding that the term for which speh assessm.cjit may have been fixed has 
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not expiredj be liable to be altered and fixed at a different rateby suci authority 
and subject to such rules as the State Government may prescribe m this be a 

(3) "Where land held free of assessment on condition of being used for any 
purpose is used at any time for any other purposCjitshall be liable to assessmen • 

(4) Tlie Collector or a survey officer may, subject to any rules made in 
behalf imder section 214, prohibit the use for certain purposes of any una 
land liable to the payment of land revenue, and may summarily evict any 
who uses or attempts to use the same for any such prohibited purpose. 

65. An occupant of land assessed or held for the purpose of agriculture is en 
titled by himseff his servants, tenants, agents or other legal repr^entatrves, 
erect farm-buildings, construct wells or tanks, or make any other improvOT 
thereon for the better cultivation of the land, or its more convement use lor 
purpose aforesaid. 

But, if any occupant wishes to use his holding or any part thereof 
purpose the Collector’s permission shall in the first place be applied for y 
occupant. 


The Collector, on receipt of such application, 

(fl) shall send to the applicant a written acknowledgment of its receipt, and 

[b) may, after due inquiry, either grant or refuse the permission a pplied forj 

Provided tliat, where the Collector fails to inform the applicant of his 
on the application ivithin a period of three months, the permission app le 
shall be deemed to have been granted ; such period shall, if the Collector s 
a ivritten acknowledgment within seven days from the 
application be reckoned from the date of the acknowledgment, but m any 
case it shall be reckoned from the date of receipt of the application. 

Unless the Collector shall in particular instances otherwise direct, no such apph 
cation shall be recognized except it be made by the occupant. 

"When any sudi land is thus permitted to be used for any purpose imcoimected 
with agriculture it shall be laiyful for the Collector, subject to the general or ^ 
of the State Government, to require the pa-jment of a fine in addition to any n v 
assessment which may be leviable under the provisions of section 48. 

66. If any such land be so used without the permission of the Collector bemg 
first obtained, or before the expiry' of the period prescribed by' section _65, *'^^.*?*'*^ 
pant and any tenant, or other person holding under or through him, shall 

^liable to be summarily' evicted by' the Collector from the land so used and from n 
entire field or survey number of which it may form a part, and the occupant sha 
also be liable to pay, in addition to the neiv assessment -svhich may be leviable rm- 
der the provisions of section 48 for the period during which the said land has been 
so used, such fine as the Collector may, subject to the general orders of the provm- 
cial Government, direct. 

Any' tenant of any occupant or any’ other person holding under or through an 
occupant, who shall without the occupant’s consent use any such land for any 
such purpose, and thereby render the said occupant liable to the penalties alore- 
saidj shall be responsible to the said occupant in damages. 

67. Nothing in the last two preceding sections shall prevent the granting 
permission aforesaid on such terms or conditions as may' be prescribed by' the Col- 
lector, subject to any rules made in this behalf by the Provincial Government. 


''Land Revenue RuleSj 1921. 

87. (a) Revision of non-agricultural assessment — 
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(b) WTien land is used for non-agricultural purposes is assessed under the pro- 
visions of rules 81 to 85j a sanad shall be granted in the Form M if the land is used 
for building purposes^ in Form NI if the land is used temporarily for N-A purposes 
other than building in Form N in all other cases. 

Provided that if the land to be used for building purposes is situated within 
the limits of a Municipal Corporation constituted under the Bombay Municipal 
Corporation Act or the Bombay Provincial Municipal Corporation Act, 1949 the 
sanad shall be granted in Form M-1 ; ” 

The relevant extracts from the agreement (sanad) are given below : 

- “ Whereas application has been made to the Collector (hereinafter referred to 
as “ the Collector ” which expression shall include any officer whom the Collector 
shall appoint to exercise and perform his powers and duties under this grant) im- 
der section 65 of the Bombay Land Revenue Code 1879 (hereinafter referred to as 
“ the said Code ” which expression shall where the context so admits include the 
rules and orders thereunder) by inhabitant of Madbyw Saurashtra being the re- 
gistered occupant of survey No. 417 in the village of in the Taluka (hereinafter re- 
ferred to as “ the applicant ” which expression shall tvhere the context so admits 
include his heirs, executors, administrators and assigns) for permission to use for 
building purposes the plot of land (hereinafter referred to as the ‘said plot’), des- 
cribed in the first schedule hereto and indicated by the letters on the site 

plan annexed hereto, forming part of survey No. 41 7 and measuring acres 2 ganihars 
17, be the same a little more or less. 

1\Tien used under rule 51 for land already occupied for agricultural purposes 
wnthin certain surveyed cities the period for which the assessment is leviable tvill 
be ordered to coincide w’ith the expiry of 99 year’s period running in that city. 

Now this is to certify' that permission to use for building purposes, the said plot 
is hereby granted subject to the provisions of the said code, and on the follotvmg 
conditions, namely : — 

(1) Assessment 


(6) Code provisions applicable: — Save except as herein provided, the grant 
shall be subject to the prot-isions of this code : 


In witness whereof the Collector of has set his hand and the seal 

of his office on behalf of the Governor of Bombay /".nd the applicant has also here- 
unto set his hand, this day the of 19 

Signature of Applicant Signatures and designations of tvitnesses. 

Signature of Collector Signature and designations of witnesses. 

We declare that who has signed this notice is, to our personal knowledge, the 
person he represents himself to be, and that he has affixed his signature hereunto 
in our presence”. 

It will be noticed that application is made under section 65 of the Code and 
it is tmder section 65 tha.t the Collector cither grants or refuses the permission applied 
for. It ^\•ill be further noticed that if the Collector fails to inform the applicant of his 
decision on the application ^\'ithin a period of three montl'S the permission applied 
for shall be deemed to have been granted, but if the Collector sends a written admo^v- 
ledgment within seven days from the date of receipt of the application then the three 
months period is reckoned from the date of acknowledgment, and in other cases this 
period is reckoned from the date of receipt of the application. The Collector ha%'ing 
given permission tmder section 65 he can prescribe conditions under section 67 of the 
Code. Under section 48 (2) where the land assessed for use, say for agricultural pur- 
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poses. Is used for industrial purposes, the assessment is liable to 

at a different rate by such authority and subject to such rules are 

ment may prescribe in this behalf. The rates for non-a^icultaral asse^smmt am 

fixed und er rules 81, 82, 82-A, 82-AA, 84 and 85 of the Rid^. Rule » 

that where land is assessed xmder the provisions of rules 81 to 8 d, ^ , oranted 

granted. Under the pro^^so to rule 87 {b) it is obligatory' for the sanad to be grantea 

in form N-1. 

Relying on Shri Mithoo Shahani v. Union ofindif the learned Consol contmds 
tl^at there is a distinction between an order grantmg permisswn 
and the agreement contained in the sannd which is ismed of the Ck)de, 

urges that even if the sanad may not be rcvisable cprrion 211 and 

the order granting permission under section 65 is r^nsable un ^ 

if this order is revised the sanad falls along with the order. 

'iVe need not give our vdeivs on this allied distinction for two r^-om ’ 
that this point was not debated before the High Court in this order of the 

cases,” and secondly, because we have come to the conclusion tha 
Commissioner must be quashed on other grounds. 


Section 211 reads thus : 



mss m auy suuuiumdi-v. , - — - i 

self, as the case may be, as to the legahty' or propriety of ^y decision 
passed, and as to the re^arity of the proceedings of such ofiicer. 

The follossdng officers may in the same manner call and ^mine the 
proceedings of any officer subordinate to them m any matter in 
formal nor a summary inquiry has been held,_ 

a Mamlatdar, a Mabalkari, an Assistant Supermtendent of Sur\ ey ana 
Assistant Settlement Officer. 


If in any case it shall appear to the State Government or to such officer afom- 
said that any decision or order or proceedings so called for should be modiUM, 
annulled or reversed, it or he may pass such order thereon as it or he deems tit , 

Provided that an Assistant or Deputy Collector shall not himself pass such 
order in any matter in svhich a formal inquiry has been held, but shall submi 
the record with his opinion to the Collector, -svho shall pass such order thereon as 
he may deem fit.” 

The question arises whether the Commissioner can refuse an order made 
section 65 at any time. It is true that there is no period of limitation presenoe 
under section 211, but it seems to us plain that this power must be exercisM m 
reasonable time and the length of the reasonable time must be determmed by tn 
facts of the case and the nature of the order which is being retused. 


It seems to us that section 65 itself indicates the length of the reasonable Um 
within vhich the Commissioner must act imder section 211. Under section oo o 
the Code if the Collector does not inform the applicant of his decision on the applica- 
tion wthin a period of three months the permission applied for shall be deem^ to 
have been granted. This section shoivs that a period of three months is considered 
ample for the Collector to make up his mind and beyond that the Legislature thmls 


1. (1964) 7 SCR. 103; (1964) 2 S.CJ. 
79. 
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that the matter is so urgent that permission shall he deemed to have been granted. 
Reading sections 211 and 65 together it seems to us that the Commissioner musf 
^^fcise his revisional po^vers 'within a few months of the order of the Collector. 
This is reasonable time because after the grant of the permission for building purposes 
the occupant is Imely to spend money on starting building operations at least within 
a few months from the date of the permission. In this case the Commissioner set 
aside the order of the Collector on 12th October, 1961, i.e., more than a year after 
the order, and it seems to us that this order was passed too late. 

We are also of the opinion that the order of the Commissioner should be quashed 
on the ground that he did not give any reasons for his conclusions. We have already 
extracted the passage above which shows that after reciting the various contentions 
he baldly stated his conclusions svithout disclosing his reasons. In a matter of this 
hind the Cornmissioner should indicate his reasons, however briefly, so that an 
aggrieved party may carry the matter further if so advised. 

We are also of the opinion that the Commissioner should not have gone into 
the question of title. It seems to us that when the title of an occupant is disputed 
by any party before the Collector or the Commissioner and the dispute is serious 
the appropriate course for the Collector or the Commissioner tvould be to refer 
the parties to a competent Court and not to decide the question of title himself against 
the occupant. 

In the result the appeal is dismissed udth costs. 

V.M.K. • Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri, R. S. Bachawat akd V. Rajiaswami, JJ. 

Ram Gopal Chatinvcdi .. Appellant* 

V. 

The State of Madhya Pradesh . . Respondent. 

Madhya Pradesh Government Servants ( Temporary and Qjiasi-Permanent Service)Rules (1960) 
Ride 12 and Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14, 16, 311 and 320 (3) (c) — 
Temporary Government servant (Civil fudge) — Termination of services — Validity of— 
Whether violative of Articles 14 and 16 of Constitution of India — Order passed -without 
consulting State Public Sertice Commission under Article 320 (3) (c) — Effect of — 
Order not by way of punishment — Article 311 not attracted. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 136 — Appeal by Special Leave — Plea raising mixed 
questions of law and facts not raised below, cannot be permitted for first time. 

The appellant -was a temporary Government servant and svas not in quasi- 
permanent service. His seiadces could be terminated on one month’s notice 
under rule 12. There ■was no provision in tire order of appointment or in any 
agreement that his services could not be so terminated. It is immaterial that 
the advertisement did not specifically* mention that the services could be so ter- 
minated. 

Rule 12 applies to all temporary Government ser\*ants "irho are not in quasi- 
permanent service. All such Government servants are treated aliKe. The argu- 
ment that rule 12 confers an arbitrary and unguided discretion is devoid of any 
merit. The services of a temporary Government servant may be terminated on 
one month’s notice whenever the Government thinKs it necessary or e.xpcdicnt 
to do so for administrative reasons. It is impossible to define before-hand all the 
circumstances in which the discretion can be exercised. The discretion ts'as 
necessarily left to the Government. 


C. A. No. 712 of 1965. 
5CJ — 


29thApril, 1969. 
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The provisions of Article 320 (3) (c) are not niandatory and %vill not confer 
any rights on the public servant and the absence of consultation 'with the State 
Public Sers'ice Gonunission 'will not aiford him a cause of action. 

The order did not cast stigma on the appellant’s character or integrity nor did 
it visit him with any evil consequences. It ■w'as not passed by' rray of punishment 
and the provisions of Article 311 were not attracted. It was immaterial that the 
order was preceded by an informal inquiry into the appellant’s conduct with a 
view to ascertain whether he should be retained in service. 

On facts held, the impugned order did not involve any element of punishment 
nor did it deprive the appellant of any vested right to any' office. 

The High Court is vested vith the control over the subordinate judiciary'. If 
the High Court found that the appellant was not a fit person to be retained in 
service^ it could properly a^k the Government to terminate his services. Follow- 
ing the advice tendered by the High Courts the Government rightly terminated 
his services under rule 12. 

The contention that rule 12 uus unconstitutional as it -was framed ■without 
consulting the State Public Service Commission and the High Court raises mixed 
questions of la^v and fact. As it was not raised in the High Court, the appellant 
cannot he aifosved to raise it in this Court for the first time. Likewise, the conten- 
tion that the High Court had recommended the appellant’s confirmation cannot 
be allo'\ved to be raised. 

Appeal by Special Leave from tlie Order, dated the 27th July', 1964 of 
the Madhya Pradesh High Court in Misc. Petition No. 272 of 1964. 

S. C. ChaUirvedi, Miss. K. Mehta and M. V. Goswami, Advocates, for Appellant. 

I. A'". Shroff, Advocate, for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court rs'as delivered by 

Bachaioat,J . — ^The appellant was a temporary Civil Judge in Madhya Pradesh. 
On 14th March, 1961 an order was issued in the name of the Governor of Madhya 
Pradesh State that the appellant ” is appointed temporarily, imtil further orders, 
as Civil Judge ”. Rule 12 of the Madhya Pradesh Go'vemment Sers'ants (Tempo- 
rary and Quasi-permanent Service) Rules, 1960 provided : — 

“ 12 (fl) Subject to any provision contained in the order of appointment or 
in any agreement between the Government and the temporary Government 
servant, ffie service of a. temporary Government servant who is not in quasi- 
permanent service shall be liable to -termination at any' time by notice in •\vriting 
given either by the Government servant to the appointing authority or by the 
appointing authority to the Government servant : 

Provided that the services of any such Government servant may be terminated 
forthtvith by payment to him of a sum equi'valeni; to the amount of his pay plus 
allowances for the period of the notice, or as the case may be, for the period by' 
which such notice falls short of one month or any agreed longer period ; 

Provided further that the pp.yment of aIIo%\'ances shall be subject to the 
conditions under which such allowances are admissible. 

(i) The periods of such notice shall be one month unless otherwise agreed 
behveen the Government and the Government servant.” 

On 25th March, 1964 an order was issued by and in the name of the Governor 
terminating the appellant’s services. The order stated : 

“The services ofShri Ram Gopal Chaturvedi, temporary Civil Judge, IVaidhan, 
are terminated with effect from the 1st June, I960, forenoon.” 

The appellant filed a writ petition in the Madhya Pradesh High Court for quashing 
tlic order, dated 25th March, 1964. The High Court summarily dismissed the 
petition. It held that the impugned order ^s’ns not by my of punishment and that 
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the appellant’s services were liable to be terminated under the aforesaid rule 12 on 
one month’s notice. The appellant has filed the present appeal after obtaining 

The appellant was a temporary Government servant and was not in quasi- 
permanent service. His services coiild be terminated on one month’s notice under 

12. There ^vas no provision in the order of appointment or in any agreement 
that his services could not be so terminated. 

Counsel for the appellant submitted that rule 12 was unconstitutional as it %vas 
framed without consulting the State Public Service Commission and the High Court. 
The contention raises mixed questions of law and fact. It tvas not raised in the 
High Courtj and tve indicated in the course of arguments that the appellant could 
not be allowed to raise it in this Court for the first time. 

Counsel next submitted that rule 12 tvas violative of Articles 14 and 16 of the 
Constitution. There is no merit in this contention. Rule 12 applies to all tempo- 
rary Government servants who are. not in quasi-permanent service. All such 
Government servants are treated a.lihe. The argument that rule 12 confers an 
arbitrar}' and unguided discretion is devoid of any merit. The services of a tempo- 
rary' Government servant ma.y be termina.ted on one month’s notice vsiienever the 
Government thints it necessary or expedient to do so for administrative reasons. 
It is impossible to define before-hand all the circumstances in which the discretion 
can be exercised. The discretion wns necessarily left to the Government. 

It was aigued that the appallant’s services could not be terminated on one 
month’s notice as (a) bis confirmation wns recommended by the High Court after 
the expiry of the probationary period and (v) the advertisement, dated 9th Septem- 
ber, 1960 inviting applications for the temporary posts of civil judges did not speci- 
fically mention that their services could be so terminated. The point that the High 
Court had recommended the appellant’s confirmation wns not raised in the High 
Court and cannot be allowed to be raised in this Court for the first time. The 
appellant’s services were subject to the relevant rules and could be terminated on 
one month’s notice under rule 12. It is immaterial that the advertisement did not 
specifically mention that his services could be so terminp.ted. 

It was argued that the impugned order was invalid as it was passed without 
consulting the State Public Service Commission under Article 320 13) (c) of the 
Constitution. There is no merit in this contention. The case of S/afe of U.P. v. 
Af.L. Srivastava^ decided that the provisions of Article 320 (3) (c) were not manda- 
tory and did not confer any rights on the public servant and that tlie absence of 
consultation with the State Public Service Commission did not afibrd him a cause 
of action. 

It was next argued that the impugned order was passed by way of punishment 
without giv'ing the appellant an opportunity to show cause against the proposed 
action and was therefore violative of Article 311 of the Constitution. In this con- 
nection, Counsel for the appellant drew our attention to the statement of case filed 
on behalf of the respondent. It appears that there were complaints that the appel- 
lant was associating with a young girl named Aliss Laxmi Surve against the wishes 
of her father and other members of her family. The Chief Justice of Madhya^ Pra- 
desh made inquiries into the matter a.nd on 1 9th February, 1954 he admonished 
the appellant for this disreputable conduct. On his return to Jabalpur on 28th 
February, 1964 the Chief Justice dictated the following note : — 

“ During my recent visit to Gwalior, I probed into the matter of Shri R. G. 
Chaturvedi, Special Afagistrate (Alotor Vehicles) Gwalior, gjving shelter to a girl 
named Kumari T.axmi Surve, the daughter of a Chowkidar. employed in 
the J. G. AClIs, Gwalior. Chaturvedi has been associating with this girl 
for over a year and his relations with her are not at all innocent. He 
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is sheltering and supporting Miss Smvz against the wishes of her lather and 
other members of her family*. This is evident from the fact that on 14th 
December, 1963, when the girl was at the residence of Shri Chaturvedi 
and wiien her younger brother came to take her back, his house s\as stormed by* a 
mob of 300 to 400 persons. A report of this incident sras also recorded in the 
Roznamcha-Am of Lashkar Kotsvali. The statement published by hliss Sura'e 
in some ne\vspapers published from Gwalior explaining her action and her rela- 
tions with her parents is significant. In that statement Aliss Surs'e gave her 
address as ‘ G/o. Shri Chaturvedi ’. That the statement is one inspired by Shri 
Chaturvedi is obvious enough. Shri Chaturvedi is still maintaining the girl. 
Shri Chaturvedi d'd not enjoy good reputation at l^Iorena and Kolaras wiiere 
he was posted before his posting at Gwalior. Shri Bajpai, District Judge, G^ralior 
also mformed me that Shri Chaturvedi was not honest and that in collaboration 
witli the Traffic Inspector he has taken money from accused persons in many 
cases under the Motor Vehicles Act.” 


No charge-sheet sras served on the appellant nor s\-as any* departmental inquiry* 
held against him. On 10th March, 1964 the Madhya Pradesh High Court passed 
a resolution that the State Government should terminate the appellant’s services. 
Having regard to this resolution the State Government passed the impugned order 
dated 25th March, 1964. On the face of it, the order did not cast stigma on the 
appellant’s character or integrity nor did it visit him with any evil consequences. 
It Avas not passed by svay* of punishment and the provisions of Article 311 were not 
attracted. 


It was immaterial that the order \vzs preceded by* an informal inquiry* into the 
appellant’s conduct vsith a view to ascertain whether he should be retained in 
service. As tras pointed out in the Slate of Punjab v. Sukh Raj Bahadur'^ ; — 

“ An order of termination of service in imexceptionable form preceded by an 
enquiry* launched by* the superior authorities only* to ascertain whether the public 
servant should be retained in service, does not attract the operation of Article 311 
of the Constitution.” 


It was next argued that the impugned order was in violation of the principles 
of natural justice and in this connection reliance vras placed on the decision of this 
Court in Stale of Orissa jjr. Miss. Binapani Dei and others- and Ridge v*. Baldwin^. 
In BinapanVs case- the appellant vvas an assistant surgeon in the Orissa medical 
service. The State Government accepted the date of birth given by* her on joining 
the service. Later the Government reflxed the date ofher birtli on ex parte inquiry* 
and passed an order compulsorily retiring her. The Comt held that its order v\‘as 
inv*alid and w?.s liable to be quashed. The appellant as the holder of an office in 
the medical service had the right to continue in service. According to the rules 
made under Article 309 she could not be removed from tire office before super- 
annuation except for good and sufficient reasons. The ex parte order was in deroga- 
tion ofher vested rights and could not be passed vvithout giving her an opportunity* 
of beingheard. In the present case, the impugned order did not deprive the appel- 
lant of any vested right. The appellant vr-as a temporary Government servant and 
had no right to hold the office. The State Government had the right to terminate 
his services rmder rule 12 without issiung any* notice to tire appellant to show cause 
against the proposed action. In Ridge v*. Baldwin^ the House of Lords by a majority* 
held that the order of dismissal of a chief constable on the ground of neglect of duty 
vvithout informing him of the charge made against him and giving him an oppor- 
tunity of being heard was in contravention of the principles of natural justice and 
was liable to be qu ished. Section 191 of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882 
provided that the watch committee might at any* time suspend and dismiss any* 
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borough constable whom they thought negligent in the discharge of his duty or 
othenv-ise imfit for the same. The chief constable had the right to hold his office 
and before depriving him of his right the cratch committee \ras required to conform 
to the principles of natural justice. The order of dismissal visited him with the 
loss of office and involved an element of punishment for the offences committed. 
In the present case, the impugned order did not involve any element of punishment 
nor did it deprive the appellant of any vested right to any office. 

It was next argued that the State Government blindly follosved the recommen- 
dations of the High Court. W e fcid no merit in this argmnent. The Sta te Govern- 
ment properly followed those recommendations. The High Court is vested with the 
control over the subordinate judiciary, see: The State of West Bengal v. jV. M. Bagchi\ 
If :he High Court found that the appellant svas not a fit person to be retained in 
service, it could properly ask the Government to terminate his services. Following 
the advice tendered by the High Court, the Government rightly terminated his 
services imder rule 12. 

In the result, the appeal is dismissed. There will be no order as to costs. 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Presext : — J. G. Shah: and G. A. Vaidialingam, JJ. 

Yuvraj Digvijay Singh . . . Appellant* 

V. 

Ymmni Pratap Kmnari . . Respondent; 

The Hindu Marriage Act (XXV of 1955) S. 12 (i) (a) — Applicatiion by husband for annul- 
ment of his marriage on ground that his wife if impotent — Burden of proof— Failure to 

establish entails dismissal of the application. 

Apart}' is impotent ifhis or her mental or physical condition makes consumma- 
tion of the marriage a practical impossibility. Ihe condition must be one, accord- 
ing to the statute, ^vhich existed at the time of the marriage and continued to be 
so until the institution of the proceedings. In order to entitle the appellant to 
obtain a decree of nullity he -will have to establish that his wife, the respondent 
was impotent at the time of the marriage and continued to be so until the institu- 
tion of the proceedings. 

On facts held, that the Courts below have neither ignored nor misconstrued 
important pieces of evidence when they came to the conclusion that the appellant’s 
case r^arding the impotency of the respondent could not be believed. When once 
the finding has been arrived at that the appellant has not established that the 
respondent was impotent at the time of marriage and continued to be so until 
the institution of the proceeding, the inevitable result is the dismissal of the 
appellant’s application imder section 12 (1) (a) of the Act. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 25th August, 
1966 of the Punjab High Court (Circuit Bench) Delhi in F.A.O. No. 132-D of 1961. 

I. X. Shroff and Anand Prakash, Advocates for Appellant. 

S. T. Desai Senior Advocate, (/. M. Ball, S. R. Agarwal, Champat Rai, 
Sampat and E. C. Agarwal, Advocates' with him), for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Vaidialingam ff. — Thisappeal,bySpecialLeave, is directed against thejudgment 
dated 25th August, 1966 of the Circuit Bench of the High Court of Punjab at Netv 
Delhi, confirming thejudgment of the District Judge, Delhi, dismissing the petition 

1. (1965 2 S.CJ. 59 ; (19S6) 1 S.C.R. 771. 

* CA. No. 905 of 1968; 28th AprD, 1969. 2Dd Itfay, 1969 
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filed by tlie appellant under section 12 of the Hindu Marriage Act^ 1955 (Act XXV 
of 1955) (liereinafter called the Act). 

At the conclusion ofthehearingofthis appeal on 28th April, 1969 n-e had indi- 
cated our conclusion that no interference with the judgment of the High Court was 
called for and that the appeal is dismissed withoutany order as to costs. The detai'ed 
reasons for our decision were to be given later. Accordingly we hereby give our 
reasons for coming to the said conclusion. 

The appellant had married the respondent according to Hindu rites on 20 th April 
1955. After the marriage the parties lived together for about three years at various 
places such as Delhi, AJuar, Bombay and Europe and, according to the appellant, 
during this period the marriage -u-as not consummated. The appellant filed rn 
application before tlie District Judge atDellii on ISthhfarch, 1960 undersection 12 
of tlie .A.ct praying tliat the marriage betsveen himself and his wife, the respondent, 
being voidable, may be annulled by a decree of nullity. In brief) the case of the ap- 
pellant vsns tliat since his marriage hehad made frequent attempts to consummate 
it, but, due to an invincible and persistent repugnance on the part of the respondent 
to the act of consummation, he had failed to achie\'e it and, as such, the marriage 
had remained tmconsummated. He further averred that his ssife, the respondent, 
vras impotent at the time of the marriage and continued to be so until the filing ofhis 
petition. According to him the impotenc}> of the respondent sms responsible for the 
non-consummation of the marriage. 

Tire respondent-wife contested the application on various grounds. She em- 
phatically denied that she had shown any repugnance whatsoever to the act of con- 
summation of marriage. She further stated that she had lived with the appellant 
for about tltree years and had also accompanied him on his visit to England and the 
Continent and, during that period she ams always ready and prepar^ to give full 
access to thepetitionertoherpersonfor consummatingthemarriage. She specifical- 
ly averrred that the consummation could not take place because the appellant was 
suffering firom some physical disability or impotency and that he never made any 
attempt at consummation. She repudiated tlie allegation that she -was either im- 
potent at the time of tlie marriage or that she was importent at the time of the insti- 
tution of the proceedings. She reiterated that the appellant iras physically and 
emotionally imable to consummate the marriage and he had made a false excuse of 
impotency of theisdfe as being the cause for non-consummation of the marriage. 
She further stated, that the appellant was physically and sexually impoten t and, conse- 
quently, unable to perform the normal sexual functions and, in view* of this, he had 
ne\-er expressed his ivillingness, by his conduct or behaviour, to consummate the 
marriage, even though the parties lived together for a number of v-ears and had occu- 
pied tlie same bed in the same room. 

It will therefore be seen that while the appellant filled the application on the 
ground that the respondent was impotent, the respondent, in turn, had alleged that 
it was the appellant who was impotent. The material proiision of the Act under 
which the application i\-3S filed by the appellant is section 12 (1) (c) which is as 
follows: 

“ 12. (I) Any maniage solemnized, whether before or after the commence- 
ment of this Act, shall be voidable and may be annulled by a decree of nullity on 
any of the following grounds, namely : — 

(a) that the impendent tsas impotent at the time of the marriage and conti- 
nued to be so xmtil the institution of the proceeding: 

* * * ^ 

A party is impotent ifhis or her mental or physical condition makes consummation 
of the marriage a practical impossiblity. Tlie condition must be one, according 
to the statute, w-hich existed at the time of the marriage and continued to be so un- 
til tlie institution of the proceedings. In order to entitle the appellant to obtain 
a decree of nullity, as prayed for by him, he will have to establish that his svife, the 
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respondent^ was impotent at the time of the naarriage and comtinued to be so until 
the institution of the proceedings. 

Both the appellant and the respondent have been examined by doctors and their 
oral evidence and reports are on record. Though the impotency of the appellant 
does not strictly arise for consideration in a petition filed by him, nevertheless the 
tria 1 Court finmed issues even in that regard. Issues Nos. 1 and 2, which are mate- 
rialj are as follows : 

“ 1. Whether the respondent 'was impotent at the time of the marriage and 
has continued to be so till the filing of the present petition ? 

2. Is the petitioner impotent and consequently unable to perform the normal 
sexual fimction with the respondent ? If so^ what is the effect thereof ? 

The learned District Judge, after a consideration of the evidence on record, ultimate- 
ly held that the appellant had failed to prove that the respondent was at any time 
impotent and, as such, decided issue No. 1 against the appellant. He further held, 
on issue no 2 that the facts of the case, on the contrary, showed that because of some 
physical or phychological cause, it was the appellant •who "was not able to consum- 
mate the marriage ■with the respondent. In this view the petition filed by the hus- 
band-appellant was dismissed. 

On appeal by the appellant, the learned Judges of the Circuit Bench of the Pun- 
jab High Court differed from the finding of the trial Court on issue No 2. The learn- 
ed Judges however held tha.t it had not been proved that the appellant was impotent, 
but, on the material issue regarding the impotency of the respondent-wife, the learn- 
ed Judges ■^v•ere of the view that there were various factors and circumstances throw- 
ing a serious doubt on the allegation made by the appellant. The High Court held 
that it had not been established by the appelHnt that non-consummation of the mar- 
riage svas due to the impotency of the respondent. It further held that on the state 
of evidence it did not believe that the respondenMvife had been proved to he 
impotent. The High Court also declined to believe the case of the appellant 
that the respondent had persisted in her attitude of exhibiting repulsion to the 
sexual act. 

It is not ready necessary for us to deal elaborately -with the evidence in the case 
on the basis of which concurrent findings have been recorded by the District Court 
and the High Court, rejecting the case of the appellant that his -svife, the respondent, 
was impotent at the time of the marriage and continued to be so until the institution 
of the proceedings'. 

Mr. ShroflT, learned Counsellor the appellant, found considerable difficidty in 
satisfying us that the finding recorded by the two Courts on this aspect •was erroneous 
or not supported by the evidence. No doubt, there was a feeble attempt made by 
the learned Counsel to urge that the evidence of the respondent that she had always 
been ready and svilling to allow her husband to consummate the marriage should not 
be belie\'^. "When the two Courts have accepted her evidence, it is futile on the 
part of the appellant to urge this contention. 

The reliance placed by Mr. ShrofiF on the decision of this Court in Earnest John 
While v. Kathleen Olive While^, is misplaced. In that decision, it has been laid down 
that though it is not usual for this Court to interfere on questions of fact, neverthe- 
less, if the Courts below ignore or mis-construe important pieces of evidence in arriv- 
ing at their finding, such finding is liable to be interfered with by this Court. We are 
satisfied that the Courts below, in the instant case, have neither ignored nor mis- 
construed importrnt pieces of evidence when they' came to the conclusion that the 
appellant’s case, regarding the impotency of the respondent, could not be believed. 

On the findings that both the appellant and the respondent were not impotent 
and the marriage had not been admittedly consummated, Coimsel mged that the 
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conclusion to be dra'sra v-ns that such consummation v-zs not possible because of an 
insTncible repugnance on the part of the ssufe. Counsel further urged that taKng 
into account the practical impossibilitr of consummation, the application Sled by the 
appellant should be alloiv'cd. 

So far as the charge of ‘im-incible repugnance to the sesual act’ on the part of 
the respondent is concerned, it is only necessary to refer to the finding of the High 
Court that the allegation had not been proved but that on the other hand lack of 
proper approach by the appellant for consummating the marriage might have been 
responsible for non-consummation. Itisthefiirthervieu-oftheHi^ Courtthatthe 
esadence of the appellant that he avent on making attempts on several occasions for 
consummation of the marriage cannot be believed- 

hlr. Shrofi" referred us to the decision of the House of Lords in (?. v. GK That 
uns an action by a husband against his n-ife for a decree of nullity of marriage on 
the ground of impotency. It u-as established that the husband v.'as potent and had 
made frequent attempts to consummate the marriage; but he could not succeed in 
ouing to the unreasoning resistance of the wife. The v.ife was declared on medical 
examination not to suffer from any structural incapacity. Under those circumstan- 
ces the House of Lords held that the conclusion to be drav.-n from the etidence ^^^zs 
that she W'ife’s refusal teas due to an invincible repugnance to the act of cansumma- 
tion, and as such, the husband tvas entitled to a decree of nullity. This decision does 
not assist the appellant as we have already referred to the find mg of the High Cknirt 
disbelies-ing the evidence of the appellant on this aspect. 

Air. Shroff next relied on the decision in G. v. G-, holding that a Court vrould 
be justified in annulling a marriage if it was found that the marriage had not been 
and could not be consummated by the parties thereto, though no reason for non- 
consummation was manifest or apparent. In that decision both, the husband and 
the wife were perfectly normal and each charged the other as being repwnsifale for 
non-consummation of the maniags. The Court held that without going into the 
question as to who tvas the guilty party, it was evident that the marriage had not been 
consummated and could not be consummated in future also. Accordingly the 
Court annulled the marriage for the reason that it was satisfied that — 

quoad hunc et quoad hwic^ these people cannot consummate the marriage. ” 

The Court further held that the two people should not be tied up together for the 
rest of their lives in a state of miseiy. The position in the case before us is entirely 
different. Neither of the two Courts have found that the marriage cannot be con- 
summated in further (future?) and they have not also accepted the appeUanf s plea 
that the respondent had always resist^ his attempts to consummate the marriage. 

AVhen once the finding has been arrived at that the appellant has not establish- 
ed that the respondent was impotent at the time of the marriage and continued to be 
so until the institution of the proceeding, the inevitable result is the dismissal of the 
appellant’s application under section 12 (I) (a) of the Act. The result is that the 
appeal fails aud is dismissed. There will be no order as to costs. 

S.V.J. . Appsal dismissed. 
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the annual or the capital value of the lands and buildings. But the adoption of 
the annual or capital value of lands and buildings for determining tax liability 
\vill not make the fields of legislation under the two entries overlapping. The 
two taxes are entirely different in their basic concept and f?.ll on different subject- 
matter. In pith and substance the new Act in imposing a tax on urban land 
at a percentage of the market value is entirely within the ambit of Entry 49 of 
List II and within the competence of the State Legislative and does not in any 
way trench upon the field of legislation of Entry 86 of List I. 

The legislative histroy of Entry 49, List II does not lend support to the argu- 
ment that Entry' 49, of List II relating to tax on lands and buildings cannot be 
separated. Entry' 49 “ Taxes on lands and buildings ” should be construed as 
taxes on lands and taxes on buildings and there is no reason for restricting the 
amplitude of the languaj^e used in the Entry. Having regard to the language 
and context of section 6 of the new Act the opinion "which the Assistant Commis- 
sioner has to form under that section is not subjective but should be reached 
objectively upon the relevant evidence after following the requisite formalities 
laid dotTO in sections “7 to 11. After considering the relevant sections, it was 
held that the Act envisages a d.etailed procedure regarding submission of returns 
the making of an assessment after hearing objections and a right of appeal to 
higher authorities and that provisions of section 6 are not violative of Article 14 
of the Constitution. 

It is not possible to put the test of reasonableness into the straight jacket of a 
narrow formula. The object to be taxed, the quantum of tax to be levied, the 
conditions subject to which it is levied and the social and economic policies 
which a tax is designed a subserve are all matters of political character and these 
matters have been entrusted to the Legislature and not to the Courts. In applying 
the test of reasonableness it is also essential to notice that the power of taxation 
is generally regarded as an assential attribute of sovereignity and constitutional 
provisions relating to the power of taxation are regarded not as grant of power 
put as limitation upon the pms'cr which would otherwise be practically svithout 
limit. As a general rule it may be said that so long as a tax retains its character 
as a tax and is not confiscatory or extortionate the reasonableness of the tax 
cannot be questioned. 

A tax on land values and a tax on letting value though both are taxes under 
Entry 49 of List II cannot be clubbed together in order to test the reasonableness 
of one or the other for thepurposes of Article 19 (1). But so far as the new Act is 
concerned the levy of 0 .4 per cent, of the market value of the urban land is by 
no means confiscatory in effect. 

It is not right to say as a general proposition that the imposition of tax with 
retrospective effect prr se renders the law imconstitutional. In applying the test 
of reasonableness to a taxing statute it is of course a relevant consideration that 
the tax is being enforced with retrospective effect but that is not conclusive in 
itself. Held, in vimv of the legislative background of the present case the imposi- 
tion of the tax retrospectively from 1st July, 1963 cannot be said to be an un- 
reasonable restriction. 

Held Madras Urban Land Tax Act 1966 is constitutionally valid. 

Appe-'ds from tl.c Judgment and Orders, dated tlie 10th April, 1968 of die 
Madras High Court in Writ Petitions Nos. 387 of 1968, etc. 

.S'. V. Giiple, Senior Advocate (G. Ramanujam, Government Pleader, Madras 
High Court and A. V. Ran^am, Advocate, widi him), for Appellants (In C.As. 
Nos. 21 to 23tof 1969) and the Respondents (In C.As. Nos. 45 ,47, 125 and 274 of 
1969, 

V. K. T. Chart, Senior Advocate (T. JV. C. Rangarajan and D. jV. Gupla, 
Advocates, with him), for Appellants (In C.As. Nos. 46 and 47 of 1969) and Res- 
pondents (In C.As. Nos. 21 and 23 of 1969). 
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rr V T rhnr’i Senior AAvocstc.{A. R. Ramanathan, T. N. C. Rangarajan 
and I c;^.Sa, Scatt with uL), for Appellant (In C.A. No. ,25 of 

fipeppe. Advocate andS ,nd | 

oMiyar for Appellant (In C.A. No. 274 of 1969). , r 

n T> ■ hhn Af1vne?te S Balakrishnan and S. Laxminarasu, Advocates of 
A>f eS “iiT’anf I cLlt, Advocate, for Respondents (In C.A. No. 22 

of 1969). 

The Judgmmt hich have been heard together a common 

,uesS“a^;;So?d-^^^ namely, whether the Madras Urban Land 
tS Act, 1966 (XII of 1966) is constitutionally valid. 

tf\nn u TV/T T f‘o'i<;latiire ciiiictcd. the M^adras TJrb?-n Lp.nd T?.x Act, 
In 1963 on the 1st of Jnly, 1963. In the 

1963 which c^e m ng-sons o^he 1963 Act it was stated that the Taxation 
Statement of Objects a d ^ pj Commission were suggesting the need for 

EnquiiT ^onimis^sion and the^^l^^^^^ „on-agri cultural use in urban areas. The 
imposmg a suit?.ble I ^ ^am^ing the report of the Special Officer, decided to 
State Government, after value of the land at 

levy a tax on , Section 3 of the Act of 1963 (which will be referred 

per cent, on such 'J* • , levied and collected for every fash 

to as the old Act) date of the commencement of the Act, a tax on urban 

year commencmg from th ^ of 0.4 per cent, of the average 

land from evejowiwof u^b^ J ^ gu^-zone as determined under sub-section (2) 
market value of the u ^ P determination of the highest and lowest 

of section 6. Section 7 ,},e average market value, the Assistant 

SSs^SSerSlidloT^^ W '» W “f™”- 

section (2) of section 6, namely : 

(a) the locality in which the urban land is situated ; 

(i) the predominant use to which the urban land is put, that is to say, indus- 

trial, commercial or residential , , . , 

M accessibility or proximity to market, dispensary, hospital, railway station 
educational institution, or Government Offices ; ^ i • . 

(d) availability of civil amenities like -water supply, drainage and liglitmg , 

and 

(«) such other matters as may be prescribed. 

grSeXd ::ZrTo^ on ‘r tow.d .h?. A^icle 14 of .he Co|.im.io„ 
®i,violx.cd,be»u»^^ 

Act provision ‘.tc^g.on ^ Act provides that.therc shall be levied and 

omitted. Ins ■ > commencing from the date of the commencement of the 

colkcttd f™” owdvr ofsveh urban land a. the rate ofO .4 

urban land. Sc«ion2 (10) doBnes owner '■ 

as follosvs : 

“Owner” includes — ^ 


1. (1966)2M.LJ. 172. 
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(£) any person (including' a mof^gee in possession) for the time being'receh’- 
ing or entitited to receive, -whether on his o-vra account or as agent, trustee, guar- 
dian, manager or receiver for another person or for any rel%ious or charitable 
purposes the rent or profits of the urban land or the building constructed' on the 
urban land in respect of -^vhich the -ivord is used ; i 

(ii) any person -ivho is entitled to the kudiwaram in respect of any inam 
land ; but does not include-^ 

(а) a shrolriamdaT : or 

(i) any person srho is entitled to the mehvaram in respect of any inam land 
but in respect of svhich land any other person is entitled to the Rudisraram. 

Explanation. — For the purposes of clause (9) and clause (10) inam land 
includes lathiraj tenures of land and shrolriam land. 

Section 2 (13) defines ‘ land^ to mean any land svhich is-used or is capable of 
being used a'sa buUdingsite and includes garden or grounds, if any, appurtenant 
to a building but does not include any land -which is registered as wet in the 
revenue accounts of the Government and used for the cultivation of wet crops.’’ 

Section 6 states : "For the purposes of-this Act, the market value of any 
urban land shall be estimated to be the price which in the opinion of the. Assis- 
tant Commissioner, or the Tribunal, as the case may be, such urban land would 
have fetched or fetch, if sold in the open marRet on the date of the commence- 
ment of this Act.’’ 

Section 7 provides for the submission of returns by the ouner of urban land and 
reads ; - 

" Es'ery oiraer of urban land liable to pay urban land tax under this Act shall, 
-srithin a period of one month from the date of the publication of the bladras 
Urban Land Tax Ordinance, 1966 (Madras' Ordinance 111 of 1966) in the Fort 
St, George Gazette ^ furnish to the Assistant Commissioner having jurisdiction a 
return in respect of ea ch urban land containing the following particulars, namely ; 

_ {a) name, of the osTOCr of the urban land, - . . . 

(б) the extent of the urban land, 

fc) the name of the- division or ward and the street, survey number and 
sub-division number of the land and'other particulars of such urban land, and 

(d) the amount which in the opinion of the owner is the' market value of 
the urban land.” 

Section lOdralsvvdth the procWure^for the detbininationofthe market value by the 
Assistant' Commissioner and states : - • — • - . . 

“ (1) Where a return is furnished under section 7 the Assistant .Commis- 
sioner shall exan^e the return and made such enquiry as fie deems fit. If tlie 
Assistant Commissioner is.satkfi^ that the particulars- mentioned therein are 
correct and complete fie shall," by order' in vvriting determine the market value 
of the urban land and the amount of urb-an land tax payable in respect of such 
urban land. ' ^ i' 

(2) (c) Where ou examination of the return and after the enquiry the Assis- 
tant Commissioner is not satisfied that the particulars mentioned therein are 
correct and complete he shall serv-e a notice on the ois-ner eitlier to attend in 
■•person or at his ofiicc on a date to be specified in the notice or to produce or 
. cause to be produced on that date any evidence in vs-hich the ovs-ner may rely in 
support of his return. ...... . - . 

(6) The Assistant Commissioner after hearing such evidence as the oss-uer 
may produce in pursuance of the notice under clause (a) and such other e.'idojce 
- as the Assistant Comuiissioner may require on any specified points shall, by onler 
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in writing, determine the market value of the urban land and the amount of urban 
land tax pa^'able in respect of such urban land. 

(c) WTrere the owner has failed to attend or produce evidence in pursuance 
of the notice under clause (a) the Assistant Commissioner shall, on the basis of 
the enquir}' made tmder clause (a), by order in writing determine the market 
value of the urban land and the amount or urban land tax payable in respect of 
such urban land.” 

Section 11 enacts : 

“ (1) WTiere the owner of urban land has failed to furnish the return under 
section 7 and the Assistant Commissioner has obtained the necessary information 
under section 9 he shall serve a notice on the o%vner in respect of each urban land 
specifying therein — 

(a) the extent of the urban land, 

(b) the amount tvhich, in the opinion of the Assistant Commissioner, is the 
correct ma.rket value of the urban la.nd, and direct him either to attend in person 
at his office on a date to be specificd[ in the notice or to produce or cau'C to be 
produced on that date any evidence on which the owner may rely. 

(2) After hearing such evidence, as the owner may produce and such other 
evidence as the Assistant Commissioner may require on any specified points, the 
Assistant Commissioner shall, by order in svriting, determine the market value of 
the urban land and the amount of urban land tax payable in respect of such 
urban land. 

(3) Where the owner has failed to attend or to produce widence in pur- 
suance of the notice under sub-section (1) the Assistant Commissioner shall, on 
the ba<;is of the information obtained by him tmder section 9, by order in tvriting, 
determine the market value of the urban land and the amount of the urban land 
tax payable in respect of such urban land.” 

Section 20 provides for ?.n appeal to the Tribunal from the orders of the Assistant 

Commissioner : 

“ (1) (a) Any assessee objecting to any order passed by the Assistant Com- 
missioner under section 10 or II may appeal to the Tribunal tvithin thirty days 
from the date of the receipt of the copy of the order. 

(b) Any person denying his liability to be a.ssessed under this Act may 
appeal to the Tribunal within thirty days from the date of the receipt of the 
notice of demand relating to. the assessment : 

Provided that no appeal shall lie imder clause (a) or clause ^ (6) of this sub- 
section unless the urban land tax has been paid before the appeal is filed. 

(2) The Commissioner may, if he objects to any order passed by the Assis- 
tant Commissioner imder section 10 or 21, direct the Urban Land Tax Officer 
concerned to p.ppeal to the Tribunal against such order, and such appeal may be 
filed within sixty days from the date of the receipt of the copy' of the order by the 
Commissioner, 

(3) The Tribunal may admit an appeal a.tter the expiry of the period referred 
to in clause (al or clause (J) of sub-section (1) or in sub-section (2), as the ^sc 
may be, if it is satisfied that there was stifficient cause tor not presenting it svith- 
in that period. 

(4) An appeal to the Tribunal under this section shall be in the prescribed 
form and shall be verified in the prescribed manner and shall be accompanied 
by such fee as may be prescribe. 

(5) The Tribunal may after giving both parties to the appeal an opportunity 
of being heard, pass such orders thereop, as it thinks fit and shall communicate 
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any such orders to the assessee and to the Connnissioner in such manner as may 
be prescribed.” 

Section 30 confers power of revision in the Board of Revenue and is to the follo\sTDg 
cfFcct « 

" (1) The Board of Rwenue may, elAer on its ofS^p^ 

made by the assessee in this b^alf, call Tot and exam r. an app^-l 
ceeding under this Act (not being a proceetog m r«p reeularity of such 

to the Tribunal under section 20) to satisfy passed 

proceeding or the correctness, legality or propriety that -’nv such deci- 

dierein and if, in any case, it appears to the Board 

sion or order Should be modified, annulled, rei-ersed or remitted for recons 
tion, it may pass orders accordingly : _ 

Provided that the Board of Revenue sh?-ll not pass by the 

section in any case, where the decision or order is s ug ^ ^ made 

Board of Rei^nue on its oum motion, if such decision or order had oeen 

more than tliree years previously : 

_ Provided furthCT that the Board frimS "oppo'i? 

this section prejudicial to any party unless he has h . 
of making his representations. ” 

Section 33 states ; . 

" (1) The Tribunal, the Board of Revenue, the 
Commissioner, or the Urban Land Tax Officer or any ° ^ noivers as are 

under this Act shall, for the purposes lon/rPentel Act V of 

vested in a Court under the Code of Civil Proc^ure, 190 ( , 

1908), when trying a suit in respect of the folloising matters, name > . 

(u) enforcing the attendance of any person and e.xamining him on oath ; 

(6) requiring the discovery and production of documents , 

(c) recetying evidence on affidavits ; 

(d) issuing commissions for the examination of vsitnesses , 

and any proceeding before the Tribunal, the Board of R^'enue, the Cor^sira^ 
the AsLtant Commissioners the Urban Land Tax Officer or 
empoivered under this Act shall be deemed to be a judicial proceeding vut^ 
• the meaning of sections 193 and 228 and for the purposes of section 196, ^ 

Indian Penal Code (Central Act XLV of 1860). 

(2) In any case in which an order of assessment is passed 
Act, the provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (Central Act V o b 
■ shaJl a.pply in relation to such ordfr ?.s it’ applies in rela.tion to a decree p 
ex parte by a Court.” 

.The validity of the new Act was challenged in a. group of writ petitions befOTC 
the Madras High Court on various constitutional grounds. By a. common judgm 
dated the 10th April, 1968 a Full Bench of five Judges overruled all the contention 
of the petitioners with regard to the legislative competence of the Ma.dras Legis .. 
to enact the new Act. However, the Full Bench by a majority of 4 to 1 stiwk donn 
secsion 6 oftlienesv Actasbeing wolatwe of Articles 14, 19(1) f.^) ofthe Consti u- 
tion. The State of Madras and other respondents to the uHt petitions (hcrcina ter 
called the respondents for the sake of convenience) filed appeals Nos. 21 
1969 under a certificate granted by' the High Court under Articles 132 and 1^ t J 
(c), (6) and (c) of the Constitution. The writ petitioners (hereinafter called tri 
petitioners) have filed CAs. Nos. 46, 47, 125 and 274 of 1969 against the same 
judgmen' on a certificate granted by the High Court under Article 132 ofthc Cons- 
titution. 
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The first question to he considered in these appeals is whether the Madras Legis- 
lature -ivas competent to enact the legislation under Entr}' 49 of List II of Schedule 
VII of the Constitution which reack : “ Taxes on lands and buildings ”. It wns 
ai^ed on behalf of the petitioners that the impugned Act fell imder Schedule VII, 
List I, Entry 86 , that is “ Taxes on the capital value of the assets, exclusive of agricul- 
tural land, of indi\*iduals and companies ; taxes on the capital of companies ”, The 
argument of Mr. V. K.T. Chari may be s\nnmarised was follows : 

The impugned Act was, both in form and substance, taxation of capital and was 
hence beyond the competence of the State Legislature. To tax on the basis of capi- 
tal or principal toIuo of assets was permissible to Parliament imder List I, Entries 86 
and 87 and to State under Entry- 48 of List II. Ta.xation of capital w.s the appro- 
priate method provided for effecting the directive principle xmder Article 39 of the 
Constitution, namely, to pres'ent concentration of wealth. Article 366 (9) contains 
a definition of ‘estate duty ’ with reference to the principal value. Entry 86 of List 
List (Taxes on capital value of assets exclusive of agricultural land) and Entry 88 
(Duties in respect of successior to such property) form a group of entries the scheme 
of which is to carry out the directive principle of Article 39 (c). The Constitution 
indicated that capital va.Iue or principal value sha.ll he the basis of taxation under 
these entries ard, therefore, the method oftajjaltion of capital or principal value sv-as 
prof ibited even to Parliament in respect of other taxes and to the State except in res- 
pect ofEstate Duty on Agricndtural land. Such in effect is the argument of Mr. V.K. 
T. Chari. But in our opinion there is no svarrant for the assumption that entries 
86, 88 of List I and Entry 48 of List II form a special group embodying any particu- 
lar scheme. The directive principle embodied in Article 39 (c) applies both to Par- 
liament and to the State Legislature and it is difficult to conceive hoiv entries 86 to 
88 of List I tvould exclude any power of the State Legislature to implement the same 
principle. The legislative entries must be given a large and liberal interpretation, 
the reason being that the alloca^^ion of the subjects to the lists is not by way of scienti- 
fic or logical definition but by ivay of a mere simplex enumeratio of broad categories. 
We see no reason, therefore, for holding that the entries 86 and 87 of List I preclude 
the State Legislature from taxing capital value of lands and buildings under Entry 
49 of List II. In our opinion there is no conflict betueen Entry 86 of List I and En- 
try 49 of List II. The basis of taxation xmder the two entries is quite distinct. As 
regards Entry 86 of List I the basis of the taxation is the capital value of the assets. 
It is not a tax directly on the capital a-alues of assets ofindividuals and companies on 
the valuation date. The tax is not imposed on the components of the assets of the 
assessee. The tax imder Entry- 86 proceeds on the principle of aggregation and is 
imposed on the totabty of the value of all the assets. It is imposed on the total as- 
sets which the assessee owns rnd in determining the net wealth not only the encum- 
brances specifically' charged against any item of asset, but the general liability of 
the assessee to pay bis debts and to discharge his lawful obligations have to be taken 
into accoxmt. In certain exceptional cases, where a. person owes no debts and is 
xmder no enforceable obligation to discharge any' liability- out of his assets it may be 
possible to break up the tax which is leviable on tlie total a.ssets into components and 
attribute a component to lands and buildings owned by' an assessee. ^ In such a case, 
the component out of the total mat attributable to lands and buildings may. in the 
matter of computation bear similarity' to a tax on lands and buildings levied on the 
capital or aimua.1 value under Entry 49, Listll. But in a normal case a tax on capi- 
tal value of assets bears no definable relation to lands and buildings which may' or 
mp.y not form a component of the total assets of the assessee. But Entiy 49 of List II, 
contemplates a lexy of tax on lands and buildings or both as xmits. It is not concem- 
- ed vith the division of interest or oxs-nership in the xmits of lands or buildings which 
arc brought to tax. Tax .on lands and buildings is directly imposed on Lands and 
buildings, and bears a definite relation to it. Tax on the capital value of assets bears 
no definable relation to lands and buildings which may' form a component of the 
total assets of the assessee. By legislation in exercise of power under Entry' 86, List I 
tax is contempLated to be lev'ied on the value of the assets. For the purpose of 
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levying «v= under Entry 49, List 

the incidence of tax the annual or he P ‘ ^ ^ buildings for deterauning 

the adoption of the entries overlapping. 

onbSS?SiSs'tuSmnspecilMj^|t”*“*'™^^^^ 

cent of the rumud vr.Iue ofsuA SrSpeet of ea* »ch ratmg 

ment may by notification m the official Gazette -ftj ^-.^vithin the mean- 

SS w“ no/a tp.x on income but was a of Mia 

ing of Item No. 42 of List II of the Jcheduk ^ p,u,jab Act 

•Act, 1935. In that caseitwas buddffigs and since the same basis 

the basis of the tax svas the annual value of the omiamg ty and gene- 

was used in the Income-tax Act for ^e me for measuring income and, 

rally spea.lcing the annual yadue is Z impugned Act was 

in many cases, is Mistmguishable fr^ it, ^ J value is not 

in substance a tax on mcome. The Court poi ' . , focome m?.y he measured 

necessp.rilv actual income, but is on , prionted the annual value as the stan- 

and merelv because the Income-t?^ Act ^ • P ^pjne standard is em- 

dard for determining the income, bedomes also a tax on income, 

ployed as a measure for any other tax, , nroDerty tax levied by sertion S, 

It sVas held bv the Court *at 

Puniab Urban ImmoveableProper^Tax AcL 194J oftheFederal Listalthoi^ 

cial List and was not tax on mcome falling ‘ The sajne view has been 

the basis of the tax svas the annual vahie of the ^tiimmg. ^ wherein it ivas 

exoressed bv this Court in Sudht’r Chandra 49 of List II did 

held that the power to levy tax on Unds ^ gg of List I and, there- 

not trench unon the power confer^ on ar p pQt ultra vires. 

fore, the enadonent of the We..lth-Tax Act by Parhament^vas not ^ 

The problem in this case is the problem . what is the sub- 

fication of the law. In other svords the q'^^^tion must be asked . 

ject-m'itter of the legislation *111 Its pi^ and su > . . - respect W 

character for the purpose of thl 

Entry 49 of List II or Entry 86 of List L In Gallahagher V. Lynn , the p 

stated as follows ; . kpracter of 

“ It is well established that vou are^to look at the true nn^re and^ 

the legisladon the pith a,nd substance o. thelegis a i^-,.]ptionis svithin the 

statute as a wholef you find that the fo^^poe ofthe legidamonis^^^^ 

express powers then it is not invalidated if iricidenta y i , _ ^se ofdeal 

are outside the authorised field. The legislation nra^ no ,^0 

ing with one matter in fa.ct encroach upon the forbidden • rp-fiy lawful 
look only at the object of the legislator. An Act may hav * P , . achieve 
object r.g., to promote the health of the inhabitants, bu m .y with n 

that object by invalid methods e.g., dir^ect prohibition oj any jjn 

foreign coimtry. In other words, you may certainly comider th ,, 

Act to see whether they are pa.ssed in ‘respect of the forbidden su j 
In the case or Suhrahmanyam^helliar v. iWuhanoami Goundan*, Sir Maurice G'V) ^ 
.G.J. said : 

“ It must inevitably happen from time to time that legislation^ though 

ing to deal with a subject in one list, touches also on a subject in ano ther is , * ^ 
•>.!> 
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the different provisions of the enactment may be so closely intertwined that blind 
adherence to a strictly verbal interpretation would result in a large number of 
statutes being declared invalid because the Legislature enacting them may 
appear to have legislated in a forbidden sphere. Hence the rule which has been 
evolved by the Judicial Committee whereby the impugned statute is examined to 
ascertain its ‘pith and substance’ or its ‘true nature and character’, for the pur- 
pose of determining whether it is legislation with respect to matters in this list or in 
that : Citizens Insurance Compos^' of Canada v. Parsons^, Russell v. The Qjieen~ ; Union 
Colliery Co., of British Columbia v. Bryden^; AU. Gen.forCanada v. Att. Gen. , for British 
Columbia^ ; Board of Trustees of Lethbridge Irrigation District v. Independent Order of 
Foresters^. In my opinion this rule of interpretation is equally applicable to the 
Indian Constitution Act. ” 

For the reasons already expressed we hold that in pith and substance the new Act 
in imposing a tax on urban land at a percentage of the market value is entirely tvithin 
the ambit of Entry 49 of List II and within the competence of the State Legislature 
and does not in any ivay trench upon the field of legislation of Entry 86 of List I. 

It was then said that as Entry 49 of List II provides for taxes on lands and build- 
irgSjtheimpi'gned Act which imposes tax on lands alone cannot beheld to fall under 
that entry. It was subiriitted that when the Legislarare taxed land deliberately the 
le^slation fell under Entry 45 ofList II i.e., “ land revenue, including the a,ssessment 
and collection of revenue, the maintenance of land records, survey for revenue pm- 
poses and record' of rights and alienation of revenues ” and not under Entry' 49 of 
that List. Tire legislrtive history of Entry 49 ofList II does not however lend any 
support to this argument. Before the Government of India Act, 1935 lands and 
buildings were taxed separately and all that was done imder the Government of 
India Act, 1935 and the Constitution was to combine the two entries relating to land 
and buildings into a single entry. Section 45-A of the Government of India Act, 
1919 provided for making rides imder the Act for the devolution of authority in res- 
pect of provincial subjects to local Governments, and for the aJlocation of revenues 
or other moneys to tliose Governments. The Government of India by a notification 
dated I6th December, 1920 made rules under that provision called the “Scheduled 
Tax Rules ”, These Rules contained two schedules. The first Schedule contained 
eiglit items oftaxorfee. The Legislative Coimcilofa Province may without obtain- 
ing the previous sanction of the Governor-General make and tate into considera- 
tion any laiv imposing for the purposes of the local Government any tax included in 
Schedule!. Schedule II contained eleven items of tax. In making a law imposing 
or authorising any local authority to impose for the purposes of such local authority 
any tax in Schedule II, the Legislative Goimcit required no previous sanction of the 
Governor General. In Schedule II, item No. 2 was tax on land or land values and 
item 3 ivas a tax on buildings. In the Government of India Act, 1935 the two entries 
■were combined a.nd List H, Entry 42 is “ Taxes on lands and buildings and hats 
and "Windows ”. The l^isla-tive history- of Ejitry 49, List II does not, tlierefore, lend 
any support to the argument that Entry 49 ofList II relating to taxon land and build- 
ings cannot be separated. On the otlier hand w-e are of opinion tliat Entry 49 
“ Taxes on lands and buildings ” should be construed as tajfes on land and taxes 
on buildings and there is no reason for restricting the amplitude of the language used 
in the Entry. This view- is also borne out by' authorities. In Raja Jagannalh Baksh 
Singh V. The State of U.P.^, tlie question at issue was whether the tax imposed by the 
U.P. Go\-emment or land holdings under the U.P. La.rge Land Holdings Tax Act, 
1957 (U.P. Act XXXI of 1957) was constitutionally valid. Itwasheldthat the legisla- 
tion fell under Entry 49 ofList II and the tax on land w-ould include agricultural 
land also. Similarly in H.R.S. Marlhy v. Collector of Chittoor and another~, it was held 
that the land cess imposed under sections 78 and 79 of the Madras District Boards 
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Act (Mad. Act XIV of 1 920) and Mines and Minerals (Regulation and Deve- 
lopment) Act (LXVII of 1957) svas a tax on land falling imder Entry 49 of the 
State List. We are of opinion that the argument of Mr. V.K.T. Chari on this 
aspect of the case must be rejected. 

We proceed to consider the argument that no machinery is provided for deter- 
mining the market value and the provisions of the nesv Actj therefore^ violate Arti- 
cle 14 of the Constitution. The argument \v?.s str^sed by Mr. V.K.T. Chari that 
the guidance given imder the 1963 Act has been dispens^ svith and the Assblant 
Commissioner is not boimd to take into account, among other matters, the sale price 
of similar sites, the rent fetched for use and occupa.tion of the land, the principles 
generally adopted in valuing land tmder the Land Acquisition Act and the compen- 
sation awarded in recent land acquisition proceedings. We see no justification for 
this argument. The procedure for determining the market w.lue and assessment of 
urban land is described in Chapter III of the new Act. Section 6 provides that the 
market value of the urban land “ shall be estimated to be the price svhich in the opi- 
nion of the Assistant Commissioner, or the Tribimal, a.s tlie case may be, such urban 
land avould have fetched or fetch, if sold in the open market on the date of the com- 
mencement of this Act. ” It urns said on behalf of the petitioners that the opinion 
iv'hich the Assistant Commissioner has to form is purely subjective and may be arbi- 
trary. We do not think that this contention is correct, Ha-ving regard to the lan- 
guage and context of section 6 of the new Act sve consider that the opinion which the 
Assistant Commissioner has to form under that section is not subjective but should 
be reached, objectively upon the relevant evidence after folloiving the requisite for- 
malities laid dowTti in sections 7 to 1 1 of the neiv Act. Instead of the Assistant Com- 
missioner classifying the urban land and determining the market value in a zone, the 
present Act requires a return to be submitted by the owner mentioning the rjnount 
which, in tlie opinion of the oumer, is the market value of the urban land. On 
receipt of the return, if the Assistant Commissioner is sa.tisfied that the particulars 
mentioned are correct and complete, he may determine the market value a.s gh(en 
by the oivner of the land. If he is not satisfi^ with the return, he shall serve a notice 
on the owner asking him to attend his office with tlie relevant evidence in support of 
his return. After hearing the owner and considering the evidence produced, the 
Assistant Commissioner may' determine the market value. In case the owner fails 
to attend or fails to produce the evidence, the Assistant Commissioner is empotvered 
to assess the market value on the basis of an enquiry' made by him. Section 1 1 
prescribes the procedure for determining tlie market value when the ovmer fails to 
furnish a return as required tmder section 7. The section requires the Assistant 
Commissioner to serve a notice on the owner spechy'ing amongst other things 
the amount, which in the opinion of the Assistant Commissioner, is the 
correct market value and directing the owner to attend in person at his office on a 
date specified in the notice or to produce any evidence on which the owner rnay 
rely. After hearing such evidence as the owner may produce and considermg 
such other evidence as may be required, the Assistant Commissioner may fix the 
market value. The preceding before tlie Assistant Commissioner is judicial in 
character and his opinion regarding the market value is reached objectively' on all 
the materials produced before him. Section 20 provides for an appeal by the 
asseisee objecting to the determination of the market value made by the Assistant 
Commissioner to a Tribunal within thirty' days from the date of the receipt of the 
copy of the order. The Act requires that tlie Tribunal shall consist of one person 
only who shall be a judicial officer not below the rank of a Subordinate Judge. 
By section 30, the Board of Rei'enue is empowered either on its owai motion or on 
application made by the assessec in this behalf, to c.all for and examine the r^ords 
of a.ny' proceeding! under the Act (not being a proceeding in respect of which an 
appeal lies to the Tribunal under section 20), to satisfy itself as to the regularity' of 
such proceeding or the correctness, legality' or propriety of any decision or cirdcr 
passed therein, and if it appears to the Board of Revenue that any such decision 
or order should be modified, annulled, reversed or remitted for reconsideration, it 
may pass orders accordingly. Section 32 enables the urban land tax officer, or the 
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Assistant Commissioner, or the Board of Re\'enue or the Tribxmal to rectify any 
error apparent on the face of the record at any time svithin three years from the date 
of any order pa.ssed by him or it. Section 33 confers power on the Assistant Com- 
missioner to take evidence, to require discovery' and production of documents and 
to receive e\-idence on affidavit etc. Thus, the Act envisages a detailed procedure 
T^rding submission of returns, the making of an assessment after hearing objections 
and a right to appeal to higher authorities. We are hence imable to accept the 
contention of the petitioners that the provisions of section 6 of the new Act are viola- 
th'e of Article 14 of the Constitution. 

It is necessary' to state that the High Court decided the case in favour of the 
respondents mainly on the ground tha.t investment of the power to determine value 
offfieurbanland undersection 6 ofthe Act constituted excessive del^.tion of autho- 
rity and so violative of Articles 19 (1) and 14 ofthe Constitution, (see the judgment 
of Veeraswami, J., who pronoimced the main judgment in the High Court) . But 
Mr. V. K. T. Chari did not support this line of reasoning in his arguments before 
this Court. On the other hand learned Counsel conceded that the power of deter- 
mining the value of the urban land being jud'cial or quasi-judicial in character the 
doctrine of excessive delegation of authority had no application. 

We pass on to consider the next contention raised on behalf of the petitioners 
namely that the Act should be struck do\vn as an unreasonable restriction on the 
right to acquire, hold and dispose of property and as such violative of Article 19 (1) 
(/) of the Constitution. It svns argued that the test of reasonableness would be 
that the tax should not be so high as to make the holding of the property or the 
carrying or of the .activity (business or profession) ■which is subject to taxation, un- 
economic according to accepted rates of yield. In this connection it was said that 
that the new Act by imposing a tax on the capital value at a certain rate was not 
correlated to the income or rateable •value and, therefore, \'iolates the requirement 
of reasonableness. IVe ?.re xmable to accept the proposition put forward by 
Mr. Chari. Itisnot possible to put the test of reasonableness into the straight jacket 
of a narrow formula. The objects to be taxed, the quantum of tax to be levied, the 
conditions subject to which it is levied and the social and economic policies which 
a tax is designed to subserve are all matters of political character and these matters 
have been entrusted to the Legislature and not to the Courts. In apply'ing the test 
of reasonableness it is also essential to notice that the power of taxation is generally 
regarded as an essentir.l attribute of sovereignty and constitutional provisions relat- 
ing to the power of taxation are regarded not as grant of potver but as limitation 
upon die power which w’ould otherwise be practically ■without limit. It tvas 
obsert'ed by this Court in Rai Ramakrishna v. Sfaie of Bihar'^ : 

“ It is of course true that the power of taxing the people and their property is 
an essential attribute of the Government and Government may legitimately exer- 
cise the said power by reference to the objects to which it is applicable to the 
utmost extent to whidi Government thinks it expedient to do so. The objects to 
be taxed so long .as they happen to be svithin the legislative competence of the 
Legislatiuc can be taxed by- the LegislaUire according to the exigencies of its 
needs, because there c?ji be no doubt that the State is entitled to raise revenue by 
taxation. The quantum of tax levied by the taxing statute, the conditions subject 
to which it is levied, the manner in which it is sought to be recovered, are all 
- matters %\-ithin the competence of the LegisLature, and. in dealing with the con- 
tention raised by a citizen that that taxing statute contravenes Article 19 Courts 
would naturally be circumspect .and c.autious. ^\^le^e for instance it appears that 
the t.axing statute is plainly* discriminatory, or provides no.procedural machinery 
for assessment and levy of the t.ax, cr that it is confiscatory. Courts tyould be 
justified in striking do-svn the impugned statute as unconstitutional. In such 
cases, die character of the material provisions of the impugned statute is such 


1. (1964) 2S.CJ.749 :(I964) I S.CR. 897 : A-I.R. 1963 S.C. 1667 at 1673. 
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th»t the Court wo«ldreeljustffiedta t|>Mngthevie«tot>.^^^^ 

Statute is a cloaTc ?-dopt^ by the dse of Kimnathat Thathtmni 

This is illustrated by the decision of this because it 

Moopil Mir V. State of Kerala^ where t^g sta^te stru 

suffered from several fatal infirmities. ^p° where a challenge to the 
case o^Jagamath Baksh Singh v. State of Ult^r Pra ^ ^^•as rejected 

taxing statute on the ground that its j^ovisions tv r . ' gf^tute were of 

and it was observed that imiess the infinmties m exerci'C of legh- 

such a serious nature as to justify its description as a colourable exercue eg 

lative power, the Court would uphold a taxing statute. 

Ar a genoro.l role it may be said that so Idng as a '»-\f ““5’ 

i! not conftscMoryUr extortionate the sSn 100 

questioned. Mr. Chari submitted thafthe e.xistmg the new 

of the Citv Municipal Corporation Act and the tax on urbt.n lands m 

tax at the rate applicable to the J/^i^J'e^Jecds Ae rental 

the aggregate under the three heads ivas Rs. 6,/94, which ^xceras 1 1 ^perty 

In f V P- No. 3686 of 1967 the municipal annua.l value was Rs. 4,09 p, th p 
t^ was Rs. 1,098 and the urban land tax at 0.4 per cent, was Rs ^4?^^ worked 

proportion of the two taxes together to yearly ™ put together would 

Lt to Rs. 62 .5 per cent. It ivas, therefore, said that the tjuxes put logc^^^ 

practically exhaust the total income and the is on the market 

Lrea.sonable. The answer to the contention “'^SJhAe municipal 

value of the urban land and not on the annual ^5“° ft permissible 

property tax is based. The basis of tlietvvntP.x« teingiffe^^ ^Ifthetax 

to dub together the two taxes and complam of the ^ ^jnit of a 

is on the market value of the urban land as it 
complaint that it takes asvay an 

tax on land values and a tax on lettmg value though bo A ' “ Monesc of one or 

of List II, cannot be clubbed together m order W test 4„^cemed 

the other for the purposes of Article 19 (!)• * of the urban land is by 

we consider that the levy at 0 .4 per cent, ofthemarket wilue of Ae urog ^ 

no means confiscatory m effect. It avas also e^ at by applying 

that in certain cases the market value of the urban land } jV^trnds on the 

w'hat is known as the contractor’s method not to Ae J’nddmg ij^ing on a 

Irmd whose v^.lue is ascerta.ined by that means but ^ 

different land taken for comparison. It ‘"’n'? smd Aat tt w-as building v’hich 
man to apply' the contractor’s method of valun ion ^4-nnnt all measurements, 
could be done by a competent architwt after m.krng m ^ i v-tjons to the con- 
But it is absolutely an impossible task to check up or. m • J trespassed 

tractor’s method applied to another mans proper y " ' "resort in valuation 

upon. It was said that the contractor’s method .^ongnppli- 

w'hen a building has to be valued apart from ^bo • -l -ijjijrCT particularly 

cation of the formula to use it to value tlie land . nfthe Land Acquisi- 

when valuation of land can be made by applying the . • i validity of the 

tion Act. But this argument has no bcarmg on the .^.cr, open to 

charging section or the machinery provisions oi the AC . j v~.liiation in any 

the wrif petitioners to challenge the validity of the Court 

particular ca.se by w’ay' of an appeal under a statute or 
lor grr.nt ofw'rit under Article 226 of the Constitution. 


1 . (1961) 2 S.C J. 267 : (1961) 3 S.C.R. 77 
A.I.R. 1961 S.C. 552- 


2. (1963) 1 S.C.R. 220 : A-l.R- 1962 S.C. 
1563. 
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The impugned Act provides for the retrospective operation of the Act. Section 
2 states that except sections 19, 47 and 48, other sections shall be deemed to have 
come into force in the City of Madras on the 1st day of July, 1963 and section 19 
and 47 shall be deemed to have come into force in the City of Madras on the 21st 
May, 1966.It also provides that section 48 shall come into force on the date of the 
publication of the Act in the Fort St. George Gazette. Section 6 enacts that the 
market values of the urban lands shad be estimated to be the price avhich in the 
opinion of the Assistant Commissioner or the Tribimal such urban land would have 
fetched or fetch if sold in the open mariet on th e date of the commencement of the 
Act, that is, from 1st July, 1967. The urban land tax is, therefore, pa.yable from 1st 
July, 1963. It is contended on behalf of the petitioners thatthe retrospective opera- 
tion of the law finm 1st July, 1963, wnuld make it imreasonable. We are unable to 
accept the argument of the petitioner as correct. It is not right to say as a general 
p'foposition that the imposition of tax with retrospective effect /rr se renders the law 
imconstitutional. In applj-ing the test of reasonableness to a taxing statute it is of 
course a relevant consideration that the tax is being enforced with retrospective 
effect but that is not conclusH'e in itself. Taking into account the legislative history 
of the present Act we are of opinion that there is no unreasonableness in respect of 
the retrospective operation of the neiv Act. It should be noticed that the Madras 
Act of 1963 came into force on Istjaly, 1963, and provided for the levy of urban land 
tax at the same rate as that provided under the new Act. The enactment tvas struck 
down a,s invalid by the judgment of the Madras Hi^ Court which was pronoimced 
on the 25th March, 1966. The L^islature by giving retrospective effect to Madras 
Act XII of 1966 that the urban land must be taxed on the date on which the 1963 
Act came into force the new Act cured the defect from which the earlier Act was 
suffering. In Rai RamcikTishna' s case^ the 'question a.t issue was whether the Bihar 
Taxation on Passei^ers and Goods (Carried by Public Service Motor Vehicles) 
Act, 1961 (XVII of 1961) was violative of Article 19 (5) and (6) of the Constitution 
for the reason that it was made retrospective svith effect from 1st April, 1950. It 
appears ^at the Bihar Finance Act, 1950 levied a tax on passengers and goods carried 
by public service motor vehicles in Bihar. In an appeal arising out of a suit filed 
by the passengers and osvners of goods in a representative capacity the Supreme 
Court pronounced on the 12th December, 1960, a judgment declaring Part III of the 
said Act unconstitutional Thereafter on Ordinance naunely, Bihar Ordinance 
II of 1961 was issued on the 1st of August, 1961, by tho State of Bihar. By this 
Ordinance the material provisions of the earlier Art of 1950 which had been struck 
do-ivn by this Court were -validated and brought into force retrospectively firom the 
date when the earlier Act had pxxrported to come into force. Subsequently the 
provisions of the said Ordinance were incorporated in the Act namely the Bihar 
Taxation on Passengers and Goods (Carried by Public Service Motor Vehicles) 
Act, 1961 which svas duly’ passed by the Bihar Legislature and received 'he assent 
of the President on 23rd September, 1961 . As a result of the retrospective operation 
of this Act its material provisions -were deemed to haw come into force on 1st April, 
1950, that is to say, the date on which the earlier Act of 1950 had come into force. 
The appellants challenged the validity of this Act of 1961. 'Having failed in their 
WTit petition before the High Court the appellants came to this Court and the 
argument, was that the retrospective operation prescribed by section 1 (3) and by a 
part of section 23 (6) of the. Act so completely atlered the character of the tax pro- 
posed to be retrospectively Recovered that it introduced a serious infirmity in the 
legislative competence of the Bihar Legislature itself. The argument was rejected 
by this Court and it was held that having regard to the relevant facts of the case the 
restrictions imposed by the said retrospective operation was reasonable in the public 
interest xmdcr Ardcle 19 (5; and (6) and also reasonable under Article 304 (6) of the 
Constitution. In our opinion the ratio of this decision applies to the present case 
W'hcrc the material facts are of a similar character. . 
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In this context a reference may be made to a recent review of retroactive legis- 
lation in the United States of America : 

“ It is necessary tha.t the Legislature should be able to cure inadvertent defects 
in statutes or their administration by making whatha.s been aptly called “ small 
repairs.” Moreover the individual who claims that a vested righthas arisen from 
the defect is seeking a 'svindfall since had the legislature’s or administrator’s action 
had the effect it was intended to and could ha.ve had, no such right would have 
arisen. Thus the interest in the retroactive curing of such a defect in the 
administration of Government outweighs the individual’s interest in benefiting 

from the defect The Court has been extremely reluctant to override the 

legislative judgment as to the necessity for retrospective taxation, not only because 
of the paramount Governmental interest in obtaining adequate revenues but 
also because taxes are not in the nature of a penalty or a contractual obligation 
but rather a means of apportioning the costs of Government among those who 
benefit from it. Indeed^ as early as 1935 one commentator observed that “ arbi- 
trary retroactivity ” may continue to rear its head in tax briefs 

but for practical purposes in this field it is as dead as wager of law.” 

(Charles B. Hochman in 73 Harvard Law Review 692 at page 705). 

In view of the legislative background of the present case we are of opinion that 
the imposition of the tax retrospectively from 1st July, 1963, cannot be said to be an 
unreasonable restriction. We, therefore, reject the argument of the petitioners on 
this aspect of the case. 

For these reasons we hold that the Madras Urban Land Tax Act, 1966 (Act of 
1966) must be upheld as constitutionally valid. We accordingly set aside the 
judgment of the Madras High Court dated the 10th April, 1968, and order that 
wit petitions filed by the petitioners should be dismissed. In other words C.A. 
Nos. 21 to 23 are allowed and C. As. Nos. 46, 47, 125 and 274 are dismissed. There 
will be no order with regard to costs of these appeals. 

S.V.J. Order accordingly. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri, R. S. Bachawat and V. RASiAstvAjn, JJ. 

Union of India . . Appellant* 

V. 

Suijeet Singh Attval .. Respondent. 

Arbitration Act {X of 1940), sections 2 (c), 20, 31 (4) and 34 — Agreement containing arbitra- 
tion clause — Suit by one of the parties, ignoring arbitration clause, other parly fling 
application under section M for slay of suit — Pending that suit — Application by 
other parly under section 20 in a different Court — Maintainability of— Whether applica- 
tion under section is an application in a reference within the meaning of section 31 (4). 

Two conditions must be fulfilled in order to give a Court exclusive jurisdic- 
tion under section 31 (4) of the Act. In the first place an application rmder the 
Arbitration Act must be made to the Court competent to entertain it. In the 
second place the application must be made “ in any reference The applica- 
tion for stay of suit under section 34 in the present case is not an application in a 
reference within the wider meaning given to the phrase by this Court in 
Kumbha Mawji v. Union of India. (1953) S.C.R. 878: (i953)S.CJ. 43^ '• (i953) 

1 ML J. 841. There are different sections in the Arbitration Act whereby an 
application is to be made even before any reference has been made. Applies tions 
under sections 8 and 20 are clearly applications anterior to the reference but 
they lead to a reference. Such applications are undoubtedly applications “ in 


• C.A. No. 760 of 1966. 


22nd April, 1969. 
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the matter of ?. reference ’ ’ and may fall within the purview of section 3 1 (4) of the 
Act even though these applications are made before any reference has taken place. 
But an application tmder section 34 is clearly not an application belonging to 
the same category. It has nothing to do with any reference. It is only intended 
to m?.ke an arbitration agreement effective and prevent a party from going to 
Court contrary to his owi agreement that the dispute is to be adjudicated by a 
private Tribimal. 

The second condition imposed under section 31 (4) is that the application for 
stay must be made to a Court competent to entertain it. Section 34 provides for 
an application to a judicial authority before whom a legal proceeding is pending 
for the stay of that proceeding. An application for stay of legal proceeding to a 
judicial authority before whom it is pending is an application under the Arbitra- 
tion Act to a judicial authority competent to entertain it. But the judicial autho- 
rity need not necessajily be a Court competent under section 2 (c) to decide the 
question forming the subject-matter of the reference. A party to an arbitration 
agreement may choose to file a. suit in a Court which has no jurisdiction to go into 
the matter at all-and merely because the defendant in such a suit has to make 
an application to that Court under section 34 of the Act for the stay of the suit it 
cannot be said that the Court which otherwise has no jurisdiction in the matter 
becomes a Court ■within the meaning of section 2 (c) of the Act. 

Held, the applications for stay imder section 34 of the Act cannot be treated as 
an application in a reference under section 31 (4) of the Act and that the Sub- 
ordinate Judge, Delhi was right in holding that the application under section 20 
was maihtainp.ble in this Court and for making a reference of the dispute to the 
arbitrator mentioned 'in the a^eement. , • ‘ ' 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated the 1 1 th January, 
1965 of the Punjab High Court, Circuit Bench at Delhi in F.A.O. No. 82-D of 1963. 

Dr. L. M. Singhvi^ Senior Advocate (JB. D: Sharma, Advocate, with' him), for 
Appellant. 

M. C. Chagla and C. B. Agarwala, Senior Advocates '{Rameshwar Jfatk, 
Mahinder Karain and P. L. Vohra Advocates of M/s. Rajinder Narain G? Co., with 
them), for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Ramaswami, J . — ^This appeal is brought by Special Leave from the judgment of 
the Punjab High Court, dated 11th January, 1965 in F.A.O. No. 82-D of 1963. 

The said appeal svas filed imder section 39 of the Arbitration Act, 1940 (herein- 
after referred to as the Act) against the order of the Subordinate Judge, First Class, 
Delhi, dated 29th January, 1963, passed on an application imder section 20 of the 
Act by the Union of India for filing the arbitration agreement in Court and to mate 
a reference of the dispute to the officer mentioned in the agreement. 

In they^ear 1942 tenders were invited by the Union of India for construction 
of certain runways and roads in an aerodrome at Dalbhumgarh. The tender of 
the respondent, Surjeet Singh Atunl, ivas accepted and the agreement was executed 
on 19th August, 1944. Clause 25 of the agreement provided for the settlement of 
the disputes by reference to the arbitration of the Superintending Engineer of the 
Circle for the time being, according to law. The respondent alleged that he had 
completed the ivork entrusted to him under the contract and made a claim of 
Rs. 50,000 on the basis of his last bill. On the other hand the Union of India made 
a demand ag vinst the contractor for a sum of Rs. 5,09,164 on the ground that the 
amoimt had been over-paid to ihe respondent. Ignoring the arbitration clause 
respondent filed a suit on the original side of the Calcutta High Court for the rc- 
covety’ ofRs. 50,000 being suit No. 531 of 1951. The Union of India made an 
application under section 34 of 'die Act for the stay of the suit. The suit was conse- 
quently stayed and tlic matter was referred to the arbitration of the Superintending 
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Engineer Calcutta Aviation Circle C.P.W>D,’ Calcutta. Before the arbitrator 
the Union of India made its coxmter-claim for a si^ of Rs. 5^09,164. The con- 
tractor objected to the entertainment of the counter-claim. The stay of the suit 
which tvas granted by the Calcutta High Court was later on vacated. Pending the 
suit of the respondent in the Calcutta High Court the Union of India fil^ an 
application under section 20 of the Act in the Court of the Subordinate Judge, 
First Class, Delhi for getting the agreement of reference filed in the Court and for 
making the reference of the. disputes between the. parties to the arbitration of the 
Superintending Engineer Central Circle No. 1 C.P.W.D. Calcutta. The respon- 
dent opposed tlte petition mainly on the ground that the Court of Subordinate 
Judge, First Class, Delhi had no jurisdiction to entertain the application. It was 
contended tliat the appellant ha.d filed a-n application under section 34 of the Act 
for stay of tire suit filed in the Calcutta High Court, and, therefore any subsequent 
application relating to arbitration under the agreement should be filed in the Cal- 
cutta High Court. By its judgment dated 29th January, 1963, the Subordinate 
Judge, First Class, Dellii allosv^ the application of the appellant and ordered that 
the disputes between the parties be referred to the Superintending Engin^r 
Calcutta Circle No. 1 C.P.W.D. .The learned Subordinate Judge held that the 
contract of the pp.rties was concluded at Delhi and it was signed at Delhi on behalf 
of the respondent and therefore the Delhi Court had jurisdiction to try the suit. 
Aggrieved by the judgment of the Subordinate Judge First Class the respondent 
filed an appeal under section 39 .of the Act in the Punjab High Court. By his judg- 
ment dat^ 11th January, 1965, D. K. Mahajan, J., allowed the appeal and set 
aside the order of the Subordinate Judge First Class and dismissed the application 
of the appellant on the ground that the Delhi Courthad no jurisdiction to entertain 
an application tmder section 20 of the Act. 

The question involved in this appeal is whether the application made by the 
appellant imder section 34 of the Act before the Calcutta High Court was an appli- 
cation in a reference within the meaning of section 31 (4) of the same Act. . Section 
2 (r) of the Act defines “ Court ’ thus : 

“Court” means a civil Court having jurisdiction to decide the question 
forming the subject-matter of the reference if the same had been tlie subject- 
matter of a suit but does not excepr for the purpose of arbitration proceedings 
under section 21 include a Small Cause Court”; 

Section 14 provides that the award may be filed in the Court. Section 31 (1) 
enacts that an award may he filed in any Court having jurisdiction in the matter 
to which the reference relates. Section 31 (2) provides that all questions regarding 
the validity effect or existence of an award or an arbitration agreement behveen 
the parties to the agreement shall be decided by the Court in which the award has 
been filed and by no other Court. Section 31 (3) states that all applications regard- 
ing the conduct of arbitration proceedings shall be made to the Court tvhere the 
award has been filed and to no other Court. S^tion 31 (4) reads as follotvs : 

“ Notwithstanding anything contained elsewhere in this Act or in any other 
law for the time being in force, where in any reference any application under 
this Act has been made in a Court competent to entertain it, t^hat Court alone 
shall have jurisdiction over the arbitration proceedings and all subsequent 
applications arising out of thot referehce and ^he arbitration proceedings shall 
be made in that Court and in no other Court.” 

Section 34 states : 

“Where any party to an arbitration agreement or any person claiming under 
him commences any legal proceedings against any other party to the agreement 
^ or any person claiming under him in respect of any matter agreed to fac referred, 
J2..any party' to such l^al proceedings may, at any rime before filing a W'riucn state- 
ment or tasting any other steps in the proceedings, apply to the Judicial authority 
before wnich the proceedings arc pending to stay the proceedings and if satisfied 
that there is na sufficient reason why ffiematter should not be referred in accordance 
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\vith the arbitration agreement and that the applicant at the time 
when the proceedings were commenced and still remains ready and willing to 
do all things necessary to the proper conduct of the arbitration such authority 
may make an order staying the proceedings.” 

Two conditions must be fulfilled in order to give a Court exclusive jimisdic- 
tion imder section 31 (4) of the Act. In the first place an a.pplication under the 
Arbitration Act must be made to the Court competent to entertain it. In the 
second place the application must be made “ in any reference.” It was contended 
on behalf of the respondent that am application for stay of suit imder section 34 of 
the Act was an application made “ in a reference ” within the meaning of section 
31 (4) of the Act. In support of this proposition reference was made to the decision 
of this Court in Kumbha Mauaji v. llnion of India^ in which it was held tha.t the 
phrase “ in any reference ” in section 31 (4) of the Act tvas comprehensive enough 
to cover an application first made after the arbitration is completed and a final 
at\"ard made and the sub-section is not confined to applications made during the 
pendency of the arbitration proceeding. It was pointed out that sub-section fl) 
of section 31 determines the jurisdiction of the Court m which an award can be 
filed and that sub-sections (2) (3) and (4) of section 31 were intended to make that 
jurisdiction effective in three different ways fl) by vesting in one Court the autho- 
rity to deal with all questions regarding the validity, effect of existence of am award 
or an arbitration agreement (2) by casting on *he persons concerned the obligations 
to file all applications regarding the conduct of arbitration proceedings or other- 
wise arising out of such proceedings in one Court and (3) by vesting exclusive 
jurisdiction in the Court in which the first applicat’on relating to the ma.tter was 
filed. The context therefore, of sub-secfion (4) would seem to indicate that the 
sub-section was not meant to be confined to applications made during the pendency 
of an arbitration. The necessity for clothing a single Court with effective and ex- 
clusive jurisdiction, and to bring about by the combined operation of these three 
provisions the avoidance of conflict and scramble is equally essential whether the 
question arises during the pendency of the arbitration or after the arbitration is 
completed or before the arbitration is commenced. It was therefore held tliat the 
expression “in any reference” in section 31 (4) should be construed as “in the 
course of a reference Even so we are of opinion that the application for stay of 

suit imder section 3^ in the present case is riot an application in ?. reference within 
the vsider meaning given to tlie phrase by this Court in Kumbha Mawji’s case^. 
There are different sections in the Arbitration Act whereby an application is to be 
made even before any reference has been made. Section 8 for instance provides 
for an application to invoke the pow'er of the Court when the parties fail to concur 
in the appointment of an arbitrator to whom the reference can be made. So also 
section 20 provides for an application to file the arbitration agreement in Court so 
that an order of re erence to an arbitrator can be made. These are clearly applica- 
tions anterior to the reference but they lead to a reference. Such applications 
are undoubtedly applications “in the matter of a reference” and may fall within 
the purview of section 31 (4) of the Act even though these applications are made 
before any reference has taken place. But an application under section 34 is 
clearly not an application belonging to the same category. It has notliing to do 
with any reference. It is only’ intended to make an arbitration agreement effective 
and prev’ent a party from going to Court contrary to his own agreement that the 
dispute is to be adjudicated by a private tribunal. 

We do not, therefore, consider that an application for stay of suit imder section 
34 is an application in a reference even ivithin the wider meaning given to that 
phrase by this Court in Kumbha Maioji’s case^. The second condition imposed by 
section 31 (4) is tliat the application for stay must be made to a Court competent to 
entertain it. It should be noticed that in section 34 the expression “judicial autlio- 
rity ” is used. The section provides for an application to a judicial authority before 

I. {1953} S.CJ. 426 : {1953} I M.LJ. 841 : {1953} S.CR. 878. 

S C J— 36 
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■vsiiom a legal proceeding is pending for the stay of that proceeding. An applica- 
tion for stay of legal proceeding to a judicial authorit)- before whom it is pending 
is an application tinder the Arbitration Act to a judicial authority competent to 
entertain it. But the judicial autliority need not necessarily be a Gomt competen. 
under section 2 (c) to decide tlie question forming the subject-matter of the referencet. 
A party to an arbitration agreement may choose to file a suit in a Court ivhich has 
no jurisdiction to go into die matter at all and merely because tlie defendant in 
such a suit has to make an application to that Court under section 34 of the Act for 
the stay of the suit it cannot be said that tlie Court which otherwise has no jurisdic- 
tion in the matter becomes a Court avithin the meianing of section 2 (c) of the Act. 
The view that we have expressed is borne out by the decisions of the Calcutta High 
Court in Choleylal Shamlal v. Cooch Behar Oil I>IiUs Lid. * ; Briiania Building & Iron 
Co., Ltd. V. Gohinda Chandra Bhatlackarjee~ and Basanti Cotton Mills Ltd. v. Dhingra 
Brothers^. For these reasons are consider that tlie application for stay under section 
34 of tlie Act cannot be treated as an application in a reference imder section 31 (4) 
of the Act. Therefore^ tlie Subordinate Judge^ First Glass, Delhi tras right in hold- 
ing that the application under section 20 of the Act iras maintainable in his Court 
and for making a reference of the dispute to tlie arbitrator mentioned in the agree- 
ment. Accordingly u*e set aside the order of the Punjab High Court and restore 
the order of the Subordinate Judge, First Glass, Delhi, dated 29th January' 1963 
alloiifing the application filed by the' appellant under section 20 of the Arbitration 
Act 1940. The appeal is allowed with costs. 

S.V.J, ' Appeal allowed, 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present S. M. Skrt, R. S. Bachawat and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

The Cantonment Board, Meerut ... Appellant"^ 

V. 

Narain Dass (dead) and another ' ... Respondehts, 

Cantonment Act {11 of 1924), sections 135 {L) and 187(1) — Relatire scope and 

applicability. 

The provisions of sections 185 and 187 of the Cantonments Act deal u ith different 
situations. While section 185 relates to erection or re-erection of buildings 
on private lands, section 187 deals with the construction of prejections or 
structures over-hanging, projecting into or encroaching on any street, any drain 
or aqueduct. The one has nothing to do with the other. 

Section 185 of the Act would apply only to cases "where a building is erected 
or re-erected over a land belonging to some one other than the Cantonment Board. 
The notice contemplated under the section is also to be given only to the owner, 
lessee or occupier of such land and the period of twchn months prescribed under 
the section will apply only to cases of construction on private lands. Section 187 
on the other hand relates to cases of encroachment on any street or drain. 
Obviously the Legislature defes not intend that a Cantonment Board should be 
enabled to demolish buildings erected on private lands after the expiry of the time 
limit ^scified in section 185 '(1). ' But public interest requires that ’ no such 
limitation should be placed on the Cantonment Board while acting under section 
187 (1) relating to encroachment on public streets and drains. 

Quaere : Can a Cantonmept Board teke action under section 187 of the Act 
even after the expiry of the period of luhitation prescribed for filing of suits by 
such bodies for removal of encroachments on public streets or parts thereof. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 2nd Februaty, 
1965 of the Allahabad High Court in Second Appeal No. 2097 of 1958. 


1. ILR. (1954) 1 Cal. 418. 3. A.T.R. 1949 Cal. 6S4. 

2. (1960) 64 C.\V.N 325. 

* C A. No. 747 of 1966. 


9th April, 1969. 
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C. B. Agarwala, Senior Advocate (O. P. Rana, Advocate, with him), for 
Appellant. 

P. N. Bhardwaj, Advocate, for Respondent No. 2. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Hegde, J . — The only question arising for decision in this appeal by Special Leave 
is whether the notices impugned in these proceedings are governed by section 185 (1) 
or section 187 (1) of the Cantonment Act, 1924. The trial Court held that section 
185 (1) is the governing provision. The first appellate Court differed from it and 
held that section 187 (1) governs. The High Court in second appeal has restored 
the decision of the trial Court. 

The respondent is the owner of shop No. 344 in Mohalla Bakri, Lai Kurti Bazar, 
Meerut Canttonment. The shop in question was constructed about 20 years before the 
institution of the suit from which this appeal arises. At about the time of the cons- 
truction of that shop permission was obtained from the Cantonment Board to put 
up a stone projection over the drain by the side of the road in front of the shop to 
facilitate ingress into the shop and egress therefrom. ^ The first appellate Court has 
found and that finding has been accepted by the High Court that about 18 years 
prior to the institution of the suit, the owner of the shop put up a wooden kiosk over 
the stone projection and the same is being used as a pan shop. According to the 
finding of those Courts the kiosk in question W'as put up without obtaining the per- 
mission of the Cantonment Board. On 9th November, 1953, the Cantonment 
Board issued a notice to the occupier of shop No. 344 under section 187, requiring 
him to demolish and remove the kiosk within 7 days from the receipt of that notice. 
As that demand was not comph'ed with, a final notice under section 187 was given 
to him on 8th December, 1953. Thereafter the owner of the shop instituted the suit 
from which this appeal has arisen seeking a perpetual injunction restraining the Can- 
tonment Board from getting the kiosk removed. As mentioned carher, the trial 
Court decreed the suit holding that as the kiosk had been put up 18 years prior to 
the issue of the notice referred to earlier, the Cantomnent Board cannot compel its 
removal in view of section 185 (1). This decision was reversed by the learned Dis- 
trict Judge in appea.l. The learned District Judge accepted the feeling of the trial 
Court that the kiosk in question had been put up about 18 years prior to the date 
of the suit but yet according to him it was competent for the Cantonment Board 
to get the same removed under section 187 (1). The learned District Judge opined 
that section 185 (1) has no relevance to the facts of the case. In second appeal, the 
High Court a.grced with the conclusion of the trial Court that setion 185 (1) is the 
governing provision. 

The established, facts are : Shop No. 344 was constructed on the land be- 
longing to the respondent. Cantonment Board had no ri^t in or over tha.t land. 
The stone projection was constructed over the drain addjoining the road after ob- 
taining the permission of the Cantonment Board. It cannot bo disputed that the pro- 
perty in the road including the drain statutorily vests in the Cantonment Board. The 
permission, given by the Cantonment Board to the owner of the shop to put up the 
projection does not confer on him any proprietory right over the drain. It merely 
gives him a licence to use the projection. He cannot exclude the public from using 
that projection. The kiosk had been put up without obtaining the permission of 
the Cantonment Board. The kiosk is a structure and it projects or encroaches upon 
the drain belonging to the Cantonment Board. It can even bo said that it'over- 
hangs the drain . We have now’ to examine, the provision of law’ applicable bearing 
in mind those facts. . . • . • 

Section 185 (1) reads : 

“ A (Board) may, at any time, by notice in writing direct the ow’ner, lessee 
or occupier of any land in the cantonment to stop the erection or re-crection of a 
building in any case in which thc- (Board) considers that such erection or 
re-crection is an offence under section 184, and may in such case (or in any 
other case in which thc Board considers that the erection or rc-ercction of a 
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buildiog is an offence under section 184, within (twelve months) of the completion 
of such erection or re-crcction) in like manner direct the alteration or demolition 
as it thinks nocsssaiy, of the building or any part thereof, so erected or re-erected.” 

We are unable to agree with the High Court that this section applies to the facts 
of the present case. In our judgment that section applies only to cases where a 
building is erected or re-erected over a land belonging to someone other than the 
Cantonment Board. That is why that section says that a notice under that section 
can be giwn “ to a owner, lessee or occupier of any land.” A notice under that 
tion cannot be given to any person other than the owner dr lessee or the occupier 
of the land over which the building in question had been erected or re-erected. The 
notices with which we arc concerned in this case were not given to the owner, lessee 
or occupier of the land over w'hich kiosk is put up. As seen earlier the kiosk has 
been constructed over the land under the ownership of the Cantonment Board. 
Neither the owner of shop No. 344 or its occupier can be considered as a tesee of 
the land over which the projection was put up. Hence the pro%’isions contained in 
section 185 (1) are not attracted to the present case. 

This takes us to section 187 (1). It reads : 

“ No owner or occupier of any building in a cantonment shall, without the per- 
mission in writing of the (Board) add to or place against or in front of the building 
any projection or structure overhanging, projecting into, or encroaching on, any 
street or any drain, sewer or aqueduct therein.” 

This section deals with construction which are projections or structures over- 
hanging, projecting into or encroaching on any street or any drain, sewer or aquedurt. 
Undoubtedly the kiosk is a structure. Further it is a projection into a drain. It 
also encroaches on the drain if it does not also overhang it. Therefore the act com- 
plained of clearly fails within the scope of section 187 (1). 

In other words, section 185 deals with erection or re-erection of builchngs on 
private lands whereas section 187 deals with the construction of projections or 
structures overhanging, projecting into or encroaching on any street, any drain or 
aqueduct. The t\vo prowsions deal with different situations. One hss nothing to 
do with the other. Obwously the Legislature does not want the Cantonment Board 
to demolish buildings erected on private lands after the period mentioned in section 
185 (1) but public interest requires that no such limitation should be placed on the 
Cantonment Board while acting under section 187 (.1). Otherwise our streets and 
roads may soon disappear. The High Court missed the distinction between 
section 185 (1) and section 187 (1). Quite clearly the present case falls 
within section 187 (1). 

Judicial opinion is divided on the question w'hcthcr local Boards can take action 
under provisions similar to section 187 evun after the period of linutation for filing 
suite by those bodies for possession of public street or roads or parts thereof or on 
which they have discontinued their possession expires. It is not necessary to go into 
that controversy in the present case. The period of limitation prescribed for a suit 
of the type referred to earlier is 30 years. In the present case action under section 
187 (1) had been conunenced within 18 years from the date of the encroachment. 

For the reasons mentioned above this appeal is allowed and decree of the High 
Court is set aside and that of the first appellate Court restored. 

' Now coming to the question of costs, at the time of granting Special Leave 
this Court had directed that the appellant shall pay the costs of the respondent 
m any event. We incorporate that order as a part of this judgment. 

Appeal allowed. 



I] SUB-DIViSlONALOFnCERV. S.NARATN SINGH 

the supreme court of INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction). 

Present :-S. M. Skw, R. S. Bachawat and K. S. Hedct, 

The Sub-Divisional Officer, Sadar, Faizabad 

V. _ ■ Respondent. 

Shambboo Narain Singb v,.^Ai,nn oJortpd wider 

enquiry into charges against hint. vrn^P nf 

Interpretation of statutes-Doctnn^ of J Z a Govenuneni ser- 

vant tfo^rbfifLmcd to be a public^e^-^ 

Penal Code. He is an elected and relationship of master and 

ship between him and the Govem^n jg jjo question 

servant. His rights and duties are delegated authority under sec- 

of any inhorent power in the ®°''p on the analogy of master and sert ant. 

tion 96-A of the Act, to snspend a f the Act to sns- 

No specific power is conferred on h levelled against him. The power 

pend a Pradhan pending 95 (i) (g) is only as a punish- 

to suspend or remove an officv.-b-aro ,. enauiry. 

ment and not a power to s^pen ^ ^ a jurisdiction, it impliedl> also 

It is no doubt true that ?^r3oying such means as are essentially 

grants the power of doing all such arts f^Wg^^cxistence of such a power the 
necessary to its execution. But ^ j- power is absolutely ^scnDal fcir 

Court must be satisfied that the ^ merely that it is convenient to have 

the discharge of the power conferred and not mere y 

such a power. . . „ . pReolutclv essential for 

The power to place an officer section 95 (1) (g) of the U. P. 

the proper exercise of the power conferred una 

Panchayat Rnj Act, 1947. ... December, 

Appeal by Special I^ave ^^JeS'^BeJeh in Special Appeal No. 93 of 

1964 of the Allahabad High Court, L 

p Rana Advocate, with ffim), for Appellant 

C. B. AgarsvaJa, Senior Advocate ( . _ R ^^^^tes of M/s. Ramamurthi and 

S. C. Aganval, R. K. Garg and D. • Respondent. 

Co., and Miss S. Chakravarty, Advocate, for Re^on 

The Judgment of the Court was delivere J of section 95 (1) (g) of /he 

Hegde, /.—Inthisappealby Special rcfOTcd to as the Art) anses 

U. P. Pan Raj Act, 1947 (to be herematter 

for decision. , ... „ ^-npcal arc these :Thc res- 

The farts material for the "ctan'^bha of Uistrirt Fambad. 

pondent was the elected Pradhan ^gj placed him ^ 

The Sub-Divisional Officer, Sadar, I^^^^^Jder in question reads as follows . 
his order of 18th September, 1963. lue o Chairman, I^nd 

“ Sri Shambhoo Narain Singh, P^dhan of Giam suspension wiffi effert 

Management Committee of '’^Bagc .^P to hand over the 

from the immediate date. H® ^^'3^The Up-Pradhan wUl funrtion 
Up-Pradhan of Gram Sabha, Asapur The up gj^gj^thoo Naram Singh will 
till further orders. The charge sheet ag^- 

follow. ^ ^ ~ ' 


• CA. No. 721 gf 1966. 
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: (Sd.) S..M. Abbas, P. C. S. 

Sub-Divisional Officer, Sadar, Faizabad. 

Tbe validity of this order is being' challenged in these 
common cS^of both the parties^ the suspension 

a suspension pending enquiry and is nert a punishm P competence to place 
M The question for decision is whether the appellc^nt had ^ levelled a<^inst 
the respondent under suspension ponding enquiry' f jidae of the 

Se reSondent. The impugned order nns ‘^hall.mged b^ore a singb 
AllahaLd High Court by means ofaj^jition pder Article 

The learned single Jndg^i dismissed that petition but m appt^^l hc A^^^ 

up-held the contention of the impu'med order. It is the 

tion 95 (1) (?) did not empower the appellant to pass the impugncu 

coTrectny of that conclusion that is in iss^e in this appeal- 

To repoat the respondent is zn elected Pi’a^n. ^ be deemed 

power is conferred on the Government ^ Samitil an office bearer of a 

Panchayat or joint committee (or Bhumi Prabandha J Nvava Panchayat 

Gaon Sabha.or a Panch, Sahayak Sarpatich or a 

if the conditions mentioned therem are satisfie . T>endin<^ enquiry into the 

power to punish. No specific power to sus^d a Pm^an pendm^e^^ 

charges levelled agamst_ A^th^^ower confcired on the Government 

much is conceded. In view of section 96-A the p , . ,-ubordinatc to it subject 

under section 95 can be dclcj^tcd to ?.ny’ m- v^deem fit to impose. The 

to such conditions and restnctions as the Gmei^cn dclo^tcd to Sub-Di- 

State Goverament’s po^Yo^ under section 95 (1) (g) have vo^^’OT to sus- 

Sonal Officers. Therefore if the State Government is J to havcpov^r^io^^^^ 

pend an office-bearer of a Goan Sabha pending Sub'-Divisional 

Against him that power must be held to have delegc|_to the Sub 
Officers. Therefore the essential quesUon is whether the Stc. 
power to make the impugned order. ^ tr-Cnv 

A faint attempt was made to show that the ^‘^lationship bgren the 
emment and the Pradhans is that of master and fundons as 

Government has competence to rcqmre ^gainst them. It 

Pradhans during the pendency of an raqu^ mto the ? be^-ecn the State 

was urged that if the Court is pleased to hold that the r ce^-ants then the ap- 
Government and the Pradhans is that of a mas^r ^ ^ \r/frn^nnnit of Hotel 

pellant could call into aid the rule laid down 1^- this Court Sicni” J?- P- 

ferial. New Delhi v. Hotel Workers V’^lon\T. Cajee v U. {F,ZZ Maharas^ra\ 
Kapur V. Union of India\ and Balwant Rat Raiilal Patel v. c^-rvant 

This is a whoUy untenable contention. AP^dhancannot be considcixd as 
of the Government. He is an elected representative Th^e is no contra 
tionship beriveen him and the Government much l«s the rclahonsh p oi m 
and servant. As mentioned earlier his rights and duties are *ose J doiv n m m 
Act. Therefore the rule laid down in the above cited decisions is " er- 

cabie to the facts of this case. _ In this case there is no qimstion ^ ^ c jennee is 

vant from performing the duties of his office even though . j ^ght of ths 

subsisting. In the case of a master and his servant it is a wcU established ng ^ 
master to give directions to his servant relating to his duties. Th.. p . but 
within itself the right to direct the servant to, refra in from performing his au _ 

1. (I960) SCJ. 317 ; (1960) MLJ. (Crl.) 3. (1964) 5 SCR. 431. 577 . 

207 : (I960) 1 S C R. 476. 4. (196S) 2 S C J. 540 ; (I96S) 2 S.C.K; = / 

2. (1961) rSC-R- 750. 
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that does not absolve the Habihty of the master to i^y the 

to be paid to the servant unless otherwise provided in the contract, even dur ng 

period the ser\'ant is required not to perform his duties. 

The Gaon Sabha is the creature of a statule Krt‘‘”Hon» nroMta 
the powers and duties oi its officers are all related by • others v, 

of any inherent power arises for consideration-See Sm. Hira Devi ma umers 

District Board, Shahjahanpiir\ r i j ♦ i. 

The only other contoDtion advanced is It tvas u?god 

an essential power for the proper dKChargc of the _fls...Larcr cannot be pro- 
that without such a power, charges framed agains Y . , , ^ course of enquiry 
perly inquired into as he may utilise his office to in Juring. the pendency of the 
and the possibility of his continuing to misuse his office dunng th. penacncy 

enquiry cannot be ruled out. alert 

It is well recognised that where an Act means asTre essentially 

grants the power of doing all such acts, or ® ^ mnee of such a power the 

necessary to its execution. But before ^ js absolutely essential for the 

Court must be satisfied that the existence of that p convenient to have such 

discharge of the power conferred and not ^ , under suspension an officer 
a power. We are not satisfied that the Pow«r to section 95 

IS absolutely essential for the proper exercise P be propeily exercised 

(1) (g) . It cannot be said that the ^hf mere po^sibffi of inter- 

without the power to suspend pending enquuj^ po^^ers are not sufficient 

ference with the course of enquiry or of f“^thc the mere powei to 

to enlarge the scope of a statutory to a^est and detain him pending 

punish an ofiender would have been h^ pp<i to confer specific power to arrest 
enquiry and trial. There would have been no need J® ^“^^on. 
and Sain persons charg^d with obvious 

The unsustainability of the contention o r ??g Act.’ Under the impugned 

on an examination of tlie. various pro^sm officiate as Pradhan during 

order, ‘he appellant had directed t^ has not been invited to any pro- 

the suspension of the respondent. Our under which the appellarit, 

vision either in the Act or in the rules ^ j^ave made that order, as m 

could have made such an order. If h arises as to who could discharge 
our opinion he could not have, then the fia . ^ suspens'’on, pending enquiry 

the functions of a Pradhan when he rs pla urovision providing for such a 

of the charges levelled against of the contended for. 

contingency is a clear indication of the absence or me p 

the Annellate Bench of the High 
For the reasons mentioned above, t * 1,5 authority of law. That is 

Court that the impugned order was rmde . pfandait v. Sitb-Diviswital 

also Ihe view taken by the Allahabad ftgh 
Officer, Salempnr^ We accordingly disnuss this appeal w 


R.M. 


Appeal disniLsed. 


1- (1952) S.C J. 533 : (1952) S C.R. 


2. A.I.R- 1966 AU. 158. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present M. Hidayatullah, Chief Justice, J. M. Shelat, V. Bhargava, 

K. S. Hegde and a. N.' Grover, JJ. 

Prithvi Cotton Mills Ltd., etc. ... Appellants * 

V. 

The Broach Borough Municipality and others ... Respondents. 

Bombay Principal Boroughs Act (XVIII of 1925), section 73 — Gujarat Muniupalities 
Act {XXXIV of 1964), section 99 and Gujarat Imposition of Taxes by Munici- 
palities {Validation) Act {II of 1964), section 3 — Validation of assessments 
made by Municipalities on the capital value of land and buildings— Scope and 
effect— Power of Municipality to levy a tax on lands and buildings. 

Words and Phrases — Rate — Meaning of. 

Interpretation of statutes — Validating Acts—Scope of generally. 

The word ‘ rate ’ as used in Municipal Acts has acquired a special meaning 
in legislative practice and it means a tax; for local purposes imposed by lool au- 
thorities. The basis of such tax was the annual letting value of the land or 
buildings which is arrived at either on the basis of the actual rent fetched by the 
land or building or on a notional rent which it could fetch if let. The rate based 
on a percentage of the capital ralue was hsldultra vires of the Bombay Municipal 
Boroughs Act. 

Patel Gordhandas Uargoivindas v. Municipal Comtnissioner, Ahmedabad, (1964) 
2 S.e.R. 608 : (1965) 1 S.C.J. 15, Ref. 

It is to validate such levies that the Gujarat Imposition of Taxes by 
Municipalities (Validation) Act, 1963 was passed. Sections 3 of the Act in express 
terms validated all such levies based on a percentage of the capital value of land 
and buildingi. The Legislature has the power to validate statutes and to pass 
retrospective laws. 

Generally speaking, before a Legislature seeks to validate a tax declared by a 
Court to be illegally collected under an ineffective or an invalid law, the cause of 
the ineffectiveness or invalidity must bo removed before validation can be said to 
take place. The most important candition, of course, is that the Legislature must 
possess the power to impose the tax, for if does not, the action must ever remain 
ineffective and illegal. The validity of a validating law, therefore, depends upon 
whether the Legislature possesses the cornpetence which it claims over the subject 
matter and whether in making the validation it removes the delect which the Court 
had found in the existing law and makes adequate provision in the validating law 
for a valid imposition of the tax. 

(Modes of validation and effect on decisions of Court, explained). 

Section 99 of the Gujarat Municipalities Act, as now enacted, has clearly 
authorised the levy of a tax by the Municipality based on the percentage of the 
capital value. A tax on lands and buildings is fully within the competence of 
the State Legislature ; (Entry 49 of List n of Schedule Vn to the Constitution) 
and it is open to the legislature to authorise the Municipality to levy the same 
tax indicating the mode of levy. This the Legislature has done in section 99 by 
indicating the different mades of levy, one such mode being a percentage of the 
capital TOlue. 

Sudbir Chandra Nawn v. Wealth-tax Officer, Calattta, (1968) 2 LT.J. 724 : (1968 
2 S.C.J. 790 : A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 59, Referred to. 

By section 3 of the Validation Act the Legislature has retrespectiTOly imposed 
the tax on lands and buildings based on their capital value and has also given 


■* C.A. Nos. 2197 and 2198 of 1966. 


- 25th April, 1969. 


S.P.C. MILLS LTD. V. BROACH BOROUGH MUHICIPALTTY {HidayOtullah, CJ.). 
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- ™ PYniv<s^!on ‘ rpte Hencs the effect of the decision in Patel 

m%9?5) ?S.C.J. 15 invalidating such levy under the earlier Act has been neutra- 
lised and^ put ^ ?h-."jud^ent and Decree dated the 10th September, 1966 of the 

Guj->nS^Hyi Court in Special Gvil Application Nos. S46 of 1963 and 765 of 1964. 
Guj..mt ni^ Advoeate U. K. Vernia and B. Datta, Advocates, and 

il.„4^ASk A5™=aK ofM/., }.B. & Co., with him), for Appol- 

a<iS. sSte AdyooaK, (f. N. Shroff. AdvoMe. with him), for Res- 
oondent Nos. 1 and 2 (In both the Appeals). 

" B. Sen, Senior Advocate. (S. P. AW, Advocate, with him), for Respondent 
No. 3. (In both Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by „ ^ - 

tt'A rrf,,iinh r* J Th'-s“ m 'tters arise under Article 226 of the Constitution 

^ad are appeal, by c The appellant No. 1 is a Company which 

fnl ;n1^nin-^aJd^w‘avi?^^ at Broach and manufactures and sells cotton yarn 
^ ^R-non'd'n?"No 1 is the B:o.ach Borough Municipality constituted 

and Bombay Municipal Boroughs Act, 1925. In the assessments 

under s^-ion So- and 1963-64 the Municipality purporting to act under section 
???f th> Bo^baf MunSip-a^^^ Act, 19^25 and the Rules made thereimder 

7o ol tn- and buildings belonging to the respondent at a 

imposed a caoital value Section 73 of the Act allows the Municiaplity 

hvw’^a mte^'buMings or lands or both situate within the municipal borough.” 
^?i,l puit„nd?^the Applied the rates on the basis of the percentage on the capital 
Th- j The assessment lists were published and tax was im- 

owfeio^dfu^to S r^fe calculated on the basis of the capital vnlue of the pro- 
S^rtf oflS appeUant and biUs in respect of the tax were serv'ed The writ petiUons 
^~ere filed to question the assessment and to get the assessment cancelled. 

TO yrino th- Timdencv of the writ petitions the Legislature of Gujarat passed the 
r' • ^frmnS!tion ofTaX'Vbv Municip.alitic5 (Validation) Act, 1963. As a result the 

vvne araendedand the Validation Act vyas also questioned. The appellant 
^I'o fil'd a second writ p itition questioning the validity of th(^alid?.tion Act under 
A 1 0 m f f i f cr^ and 265 of the Constitution. By the order under appeal here 

bSia Se wS^P^thifL although a certificate of fitness was granted. 

Tn' Validation Act was presumably passed beixiuse of the decision of this Court 
' reoorted in Patel GordJiandas Hargovindas v. Municipal Conrnisaiomr, Almsdabad 
Tn^that ca“' the validity of the Rules framed by the Municipal Co^oiation imder 
s-fioa 73 wSe called in question, particularly Rule 350-A for ratmg open lands 

avhich provides that the rate on the area of open hnds shall be leveed at 1 per cen- 
waicaproviuj> m » ^ caoital value. Dealing with the word rate as 

States h wasTeld bylhis Court that the word ‘ rate ’ had acquired 
UK.d . c’ i^cUiative history and practice and also in Indian legisla- 

fiSlh S alax^S by local authorities. The basis 

Sf su-h tax was the annual value of the lands or buildings. It was discussed in the 
?.ai that thjne were three methods by which the rates could be mposed ; the first 
t\^to tak' into aceount the actual rent fetched by the land or building where it vyas 
rcmiUy let ; the seeoai was, where it was not let. to take rent based on hy-pothetical 
?eaS. particularly in the case of buildings ; and the third vvas vvhere neither of 
meiiswasav-ailable, by axiluationbascdou capital value from which 
Lnaual valu' had to be found by applying suitable percentage which might not be 
S? S; Land! and building! It was held that in section 73 the word ‘ rate > 
^ used must have been used in the special sense in wnich the word was understood 


1. (1964) 1 S.CJ. 15 : (1964) 2 S C.R. 60S. 
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ta tte IcgUlative 

After ddiaiag «te 

MVoiS^wStaS^ar^. Tla. ?=c.ion reads as fol.o.s = 
-3. Validation of imposition and collection of taxes or rates by mmici- 
palities in certain cases. " . ^ ^ 

LitsLed by "a ™ SS or ^ a“L’2S 

may be, or on tlie oas^ o ^ - - ^ any time before the commencement 

coUerted or Ff .^h^^e S m4lidity assessed, imposed, collected or 
this Act shall capital value or the per- 

recovered by r^on o ^ being based on the annual letting value, of 

er^Md a™tte S Zy be and the imposition, colleebon and re- 
the °^,e soas assessed and theprosisions of the niles made under 

covery of the tax or rate , which the tax or rate was so assessed shall be 

the relevant mumcipal law under ^h^^ ^jjaH ^ot be called ia 

vahd and shaU be <l^m assessment of the tax or rate on the basis 

question merely on n g .... land, as the case may be, or on the basis of 
of the capital value of fte g ^ authorised by. law; and accordingly 

question which ^”ses m power to validate statutes and to pass retrospec- 

that a ^,^,^PfSendeffit tte Act is ineffective in canydng 

oS Sowed obj^. .This is the only p.olnt • wWetf falls for. conside.ration im 

these appeals. , • . \ 

^ r section 3 tofind out whether it is- effective m its purpose ornot 

Before we e^mm^o^t validating statutes in general.- When a Legislatme sets 
wemaysayafewwo^g^^D^^ CourttobeiUegaUy collected under an meffcctive 
Tan in^^M law, the cause for ineffectiveness or invalidity must removed before 
° iTTn can be said to lake place .effectively. The most important condition, of 
valida ... Lgoisiature -must posses': the power to imp os^ the t^ for, if it 

aT^nnt the action must ever remain ineffective and illegal . Granted legislative 
jToTnee^ it is not sufficient to declare merely that the deasion of the Court shall 
nThffid for that is tantamount to reversing the dec^ion in e^rc^e of judicia 
nTS which thfl/igislature does not possess or cx'erasc. - A Court s decision mmt 
iTavsS uXs the conditions on w^ch U is based are so fundamental}' alterad 
that the decision could not have been given in the altered circumstances. . Oidinaiily, 
I coT ho“ tax to be invalidly imposed because ^e.powei to tax is.wanti^ or 
?hStaSxt7orthe rules or both are invalid, or do not sufficiently create the juri^iction. 
Va'hSoi of a tax so declared illegal.may be done only- if the- groim.^ of iHegalitj 
m inShditv are capable of being removed and are in fact rcmoved and the tax thus 
SadeT^l Sometimes this is done by providing for jurisdiction where junsdiction. 
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had not bson proparly invested bafore. Sometimes this is done by re-enacting 
retrospartivalj a valid and legal taxing provision and then by fiction making the tax 
already collected to stand under the re-enacted law. Sometimes the Legislatmc gives 
its own m waning and interpretation of the law under which the tax was collected and 
by legisia'ive &t makes the new meaning binding upon Courts. The LogMature 
may follow any one method or all of them and while it docs so it may neutralise the 
effect of the earlier decision of the Court which becomes ineffective after the change 
of the law. Whichever method is adopted it must be within the competence of the 
Legislature and legal and adequate to attain the object of validation. If the leg’s- 
lature has the power over the subject-matter and competence to make a valid law, it 
can at any time make such a valid law and make it retrospectively so as to bind even 
past transactions. The validity of a Validating law, therefore, depends upon 
whether the Legislature possesses the competence which it claims over the subject- 
matter and whether in making the validation it removes the defect which the Courts 
had found in the existing law and makes adequate provisions in the Validating law 
for a valid imposition of the tax. 

The inquiry in this case may begin by asking whether the Legislature possesses 
competence to pass a law imposing a tax on lands and buildings on the basis of a 
percentage of their capital value, the Legislature possesses that power then it can 
authorise the Municipality to levy that tax. To test the proposition we may 
consider section 99 which has now been enacted in the Gujarat Municipalities Act. 
It reads : 

“ 99. Taxes which may be imposed. 

(1) Subject to any general special orders which the State Government may 
make in this behalf and to the provisions of sections 101 and 102, a municipality 
may impose for the purposes of this Act any of the following taxes, namely : — 

(i) a tax on building or lands situate withm the municipal borough to be 
based on the annual letting value or the capital value or a percentage of capital 
value of the buildings or lands or both : 

# * ♦ ❖ * ^ . 


* * * * * 

Learned Counsel for the appellants did not contend that this section was outside 
the powers of the Legislature. In fact, he coidd not, in view of Entry 49 of List H 
of the Seventh Schedule to the Constitution. That entry reads : “ Taxes on lands and 
buildings ” and a tax on lands and buildings based upon capital value falls squa- 
rely within the entry. The doubt which is created by Entiy 86 of List I “Taxes on 
the capital value of assets, no longer exists after the decision of this Court in Sudhir 
Chandra Nawan v. Wealth-tax Officer, Calcutta^. In that case the respective ambits 
of the two entries are explained. It is ported out that unlike the tax contemplated by 
Entry 49, List II the tax under entry 86 (List p is not a direct tax on lands and build- 
ings but on net assets the components of which may be lands and buildings and 
other times of assets excluding such liabilities as may exist. The incidence of the tax. 
is not on lands and buildings as units of taxation but on the net assets of which 
lands and buildings are only some of the components. This is not the case under 
cntr>' 49 (List II, where the tax can be laid directly on lands and buildings as units oT 
taxation. Therefore, a tax on lands and buildings is fully within the competence of 
the Legislature and it is open to it to authorise the municipality to levy’ ihe same tax 
indicating the mode of le\y. This the Legislature has done by indicating the 
different modes which may be adopted in making the levy, one such mode being 
a percentage of the capital value. 

The Legislature in section 73 had not authorised the levy of a tax in this manner 
bat had authorised the levy of a rate. That led to the discussion whether a rule 
putting the tax on capital value of buildings answered the description of the impost 
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in the Act, namely, ‘ a rate on buildings or lands or both situate ■within the Municipal 
borough.’ It "was held by this Court that it did not, because the word ‘ rate ’ lid 
acquired a special meanuig in legislative practice. Faced "with this situation the 
Legislature exercised its undoubted powers of redefining ‘rate’ so as to equate it to a 
tax on capital value and convert the tax purported to be collected as a ‘ rate ’ into a 
tax on lands and buildings. The Legislature in the Validation Act, therefore, pio- 
vidcd for the following matters. First, it stated that no tax or rate by whichever 
name called and laid on the capital vnlue of lands and buildings must be deemed to 
be invalidly, assessed, imposed, collected or recovered simply on the ground that a rate 
is based on the annual letting value. Next it provided that the tax must be deemed to be 
validly assessed, imposed, collected or recovered and the imposition must be deemed 
to be always so authorised. The Legislature by this enactment retrospectively imposed 
the tax on lands and buildings based on their capital value and as the tax w'as already 
imposed, levied and collected on that basis, made the imposition, levy, collection and 
recovery of the tax valid, notwithstanding the declaration by the Court that as ‘ rate’, 
the levy was incompetent. The Legislature not only equated the tax collected to a 
tax on lands and buildings, which it had the power to levy, but also to a rate giving a 
new meaning to the expression ‘ rate ’, and while doing so it put out of action the 
effect of the decisions of the Courts to the contrary’. The exercise of power by the 
Legislature was valid because the Legislature does possess the power to levy’ a taxon 
lands and buildings based on capital value thereof and in validating the levy’ on 
that basis, the implication of the use of the word ‘ rate ’ could be efiectively removed 
and the tax on lands and buddings imposed instead. The tax, therefore, can no 
longer be questioned on the grotmd that section 73 spoke of a rate and the imposition 
was not a rate as properly understood but a tax on capital value. In tMs view of the 
matter it is hardly necessary to invok e the 14th clause of section 73 which contains a 
residuary power to impose any other tax not expressly mentioned. 

In our judgment these appeals possess no merit after the passing of the Valida- 
tion Act and must be dismissed but in the circumstances without any order about 
•costs. 

R.M. Appeals dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

PitESENT : — M. Hidayatullah, Chief Justice, J. C. Shah, V. RAjrASWAMi, G. K. 
Mitter and A.N. Grover, JJ. 

Venkatrao Esajirao Limbekar and others ... Appellants* 

V. 

"State of Bombay and others ... Respondents. 

Hyderabad Tenancy and Agriadtural Lands [Re-enactment, Validation and further 

amendments) Act, 1961 — Validity of. 

The Provisions of the Maharashtra Act as also of the Hyderabad Act XXI of 
1950 together with the amending Act are immune' from any challenge on the ground 
of contravention of Articles 19 and 31 of the Constitution. By the Constitution 
(Seventeenth Amendment) Act 1964, after Entry 20, Entries 21 to 66 were imerted 
in the Ninth Schedule to the Constitution. Entries 35 and 36 relate to the 
Maharashtra Act and Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 respectively. Article 31 (b) 
gives full protection to an Act and its provisions in the Schedule against any, 
challenge on the ground of inconsistency with or abridging of any of the rights 
conferred by Part HI of the Constitution. This w’ould be so notwithstanding 
any Judgment decree or order of any Court or Tribunal to the contrary. The 
amending Laws and, in particular, Hyderabad Act HI of 1954 which circumscribed 
section 38 (e) w’oidd also be covered by the same protection because the , 
Parent Act. namely, the Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 was included in the Ninth 
Schedule in the year 1 964 which was long after the enactment of the amending Act. 


• C.A. No. 4« of 1966. 


I5th April. 1969. 
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I] V. E. LBIBEKAR V. STATE OF BOMBAY (Grover, J.). 

If the assent of the President had been accorded to the amending Acts, it would 
be difficult to hold that the President had never assented to the Parent Act, namely, 
Hyderabad Act XXE of 1950. Even if such assent has not been accorded earlier it 
must be taken to have bean granted when Amending Act lEE of 1954 
was assented to. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 25th March, 
1964 of the Bombay High Comt in Special Civil Application No. 1882 of 1962. 

.(4.^. Senior Advocate (AlP. Advocate, with him), for Appellants. 

M.S.K. Sastri and Dhebar, Advocates, for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Grover, J . — This is an appeal by Special Leave from a judgment of the Bombay 
High' Court dismissing a petition under Article 226 of the Constitution which had 
been filed by the appellants. The validity of the Hyderabad Tenancy and Agricultural 
Lands (Re-enactment, Validation and furthei amendment) Act, 1961, hereinafter 
called the “ Maharashtra Act ”, was challenged. It was also sought to restrain the 
resjmndents from proceeding with the enquiry under section 38 (e) of the Hyderabad 
Tenancy and Agricultural Lands Act (XXI of 1950) as amended by the 
Hyderabad Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (Amendment) Act (EH of 1954), 
read with the relerant rules. 

The appellants are land owners in Pathri Taliika of Parbhani District. This 
district was originally a part of the erstwhUe State of Hyderabad and the provisions 
of the Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 were applicable there. By amending Act 
HI of 1954 which received the assent of the President on 3lst January, 1954 a number 
of amendments were made. Section 38-E was inserted. By that section the 
Government could declare by notification that ownership of aU lands held by protected 
tenants which they were entitled to purchase from their land-holders under the 
provisions of chapter IV were to stand transferred to such tenants. 

The district of Parbhani became a part of the erstwhile Bombay State on the 
enactment of the States Re-Organisation Act, 1956. By maans of Bombay 
(Hyderabad Areas) Adoption of Laws (State and Concurrent Subjects) Order 1956, 
the State of Bombay adopted and modified Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950.' A notifi- 
cation was issued on 21st May, 1957 by the Government of Bombay making a 
declaration under section 38-E of Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 in the district of 
Parbhani. The Agricultural Lands Tribimal and the Special Tehsildar, Parbhani 
District as also the Secretary, The Agricultural Lands Tribunal Pathri Taluka of the 
same District started an inquiry under rule 54 of the Hyderabad Transfer, of - 
Ownership Rules and published a provisional list of those who were declared to be 
land o'wners which included some of the tenants of the appellants. The appellants 
filed objections which were dismissed. 

The Bombay Legislature passed Act XXXII of 1958 which was first published 
in the Bombay Government Gazette on 10th April, 1958 after having received the 
assent of the President. By this Act furthernmendmehts were made in Hyderabad 
Act XXI of 1950. In July, 1959 the appellants filed a writ petition in the High Court 
of Bombay assailing the vires of the provisions of section 38-E of Hyderabad Act 
XXI of 1950. The grounds of attack, inter alia, ware that Articles 19 (/) and 31 of the 
Constitution had been contravened and that the aforesaid Act had not been reserv'ed 
for and had not received the assent of the President. The validity of the notification 
issued in May 1957 was also attacked. This petition was dismissed by the High Court 
in March, 1960. In January, 1961 this Court granted Special Leave to appeal against 
that judgment. In March, 1961 during the pendency of the appeal the Andhra 
Pradesh High Court in Inamdars of Sulhanagar and others v. Government of Andhra 
Pradesh and another''-, struck down Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 as amended by Act 
in of 1954 on the sole ground that it had not received the assent of the President as 
required by Article 31 (3) of the Constitution. -In February, 1961, the Maharashtm 
Act was enacted after the assent of the President had been obtained. It repealed 
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and rc-enacted the Hyderabad Act XXT of 1950 and declared that it shall be deemed 
to have come into force on 10th dzy of June, 1950 as re-enacted. It also repealed the 
amending laws and re-enacted them and declared that as re-enacted they shall be 
deemed to have come into force on the day specified against each of them in the table 
given therein. It made certain further amendments. Thereupon the appeal pending 
in this Court was withdrawn by the appellants with liberty’ to challenge the constitu- 
tionality of the Maharashtra Act. In November, 1962 the appellants filed a petition 
under Article 226 of the Constitution in the Bombay High Court challenging the 
Maharashtia Act. This petition was dismissed by the High Court in March, 1964. 

It appears that only two points were urged before the Hi^ Court. The first vrzs 
that the State Legislature had no power to re-enact the provisions of the Hyderabad 
Acts (the parent Act and the amending Acts) with retro^ective efiect. This argument 
was repelled by a brief observation that the State Legislature was comiK-ient to give 
retrospecth’e cfiect to the provisions enacted by it. Tlie second point raised was that 
section 38 (E) which provided that protected tenants would be deemed to have be- 
come owners of the land held by them subject to certain conditions with efilct from 
the date notified by the Government was ultra vires Articles 19 and 31 of the 
Constitution. The High Court referred to its earlier decision in Special Ch’il Appli- 
cation No. 1128 of 1959 in which the same contention had been pressed but hrd not 
been accepted. The High Court also relied on a decision of this Court in Sri 
•Rani Narain State of Bombay^ in which the constitutional validity of similar 
provisions in section 32 of the Bombay Tenant^' and Agricultural Lands Act had 
been' upheld. 

The present appeal must fail. The provisions of the Maharashtra Act as also 
of the Hyderabad Act XXT of 1950 together with the amending Act are immune 
from any challenge on the ground ofeontraveution of Articles 19 and 31 of the 
Constitution. By the Constitution (Seventeenth Amendment) Act, 1964, after 
20, entries 21 to 66 were inserted in the Ninth Schedule, to the Constitution. 
35 and 36 relate to theMaharashtra Act and Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 respec- 
tively. Article 31 (b) gives full protection to an Act and its provisionsun the Schedule 
against any - challenge on the ground of inconsistency with or abridging of any of 
the lights conferredby PartEHof the Constitution. This would be so notwithstand- 
ing any judgment, decree or order of any Court or Tribunal to the contraiy. The 
amending laws and, in particular, Hyderabad Act III of 1954 which inserted section 
38-E would also be covered by the same protection because the parent Act, namely 
the Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 was included in the Ninth Schedule in the year 
1964 which was long after the enactment of the amending Act. 

In the above view of the matter no attempt was made on behalf of the appellants 
to raise the second question about the competency’ of the Legislature of the 
Maharashtra State to enact the Maharashtra Act w’ith retrospective efiect in respect 
of Parbhani District which became a part of the erstwhile Bombay’ State only after 
the enactment of the Bombay States Reorganisation Act, 1956. The reason appa- 
rently is that even on the assumption that the Maharashtra Legislature could not 
have v’alidly cmacted retrospective legislation with regard to Parbhani District, the 
Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 as amended by Act HI of 1954 was in for<» at the time 
when the notification was made in May’, 1957 pursuant to which pr(Kc»dings were 
taken which weie challenged by the appellants. As regards the dedsion of the 
Andhra Pradesh High Court Jnamdars of Salkanagar and others v. Government of 
Andhra Pradesh and others,- by which the Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 was struede 
dor^ as not having received the assent of the President under Art'cle 31 (3) the 
position taken up in the writ petition was that such assent had been given to it on 
3rd April, 1958 and till then the said Act W’as not vahd and operati%e. According to 
to the judgment of the Andhra Pradesh High Court, Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950 


ml' ^ ^ W-R- 60: A.T.R. 1961 A.R. 

■679 : (1959) I S C-R.489 : (1959) I M.U. (S.C.) 523. 
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lad never bean assented to by the President although it had received the assent of 
the Rajpramukh of the erstwhile Hyderabad Statt. Now the question of lack of 
nssmt of the President was never pressed before the High Court, nor have we been 
invited to examine it. We would, however, Ike to observe that, as noticed before, 
when Hyderabad Amending Act III of 1954 was enacted the assent of the President 
was duly obtained. Similarly when Bombay Act XXXn of 1958 which was meant 
for amending Hyderabad Act XXT of 1950 was enacted the assent of the President 
had been given. If the assent of the President had been accorded to the amending 
Acts, it would be difficult to hold that the President had never assented to the 
parent Act, namely, Hyderabad Act XXI of 1950. Even if such assent had not been 
accorded earlier it must be taken to have been granted when Amending Act H of 
1954 was assented to. 

For the above reasons this appeal is dismissed, there will be no order as to costs, 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed^ 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J. M. Shelat, V. Bhargava and C.A. Vaidialoigam, JJ. 

The Co-operative Central Bank Ltd., and others, etc. . . Appdlants* 

V. 

The Additional Industrial Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, 

Hyderabad and others, etc. . . Respondents. 

The Andhra Pradesh Co-operative Societies Act {VII of 1964), sections x6 (5), 61 and 62 — 
Industrial Disputes Act {XIV of i^y),'sectimio (i) (d) — Dispute between Co-operative 
Central Bank and their worlmen relating to number of service conditions viz., Salary and 
allowances etc. — Jurisdiction of Registrar to decide under section 61 — Reference to Indus- 
trial Tribunal by the Government'-— Vrdidity of. 

The Andhra Pradesh Co-operative Societies Act {VII of 1964) and Industrial Disputes Act 
{XIV of 1947) — Service conditions subject matter of bye-laws — Bye-laws, whether 
law or have the force of law-^cope of Byelaws — Competency of Industrial Tribunal to 
alter or vatj, bye-law in granting relief. 

The interpretation already placed by this Court, in Civil Appeal No. 358 of 
1967 , on the provisions of section gi (i) of the Maharashtra Act XXXII of 1961 is 
hilly applicable to the provisions of section 61 of the Andhra Pradesh Co-opera- 
tives Societies Act Vll of 1964 . In deciding these appeals, one must proceed on 
the basis that section 61 of tlie Act requires reference of a dispute’ to tlic Regis- 
trar only if the dispute is capable of being resolved by the Registrar or his 
nominee and further, die dispute between the co-operative society and the 
employee touches the business of the society in the sense explained by this 
.Coiirt in that case. 

Held, the dispute covered by the first issue referred to the. Industrial Tribunal 
could not possibly be referred for decision to the Registrar under section fir of the 
Act. The dispute related to alteration of a number of conditions of service of the 
Avorkmcn is-hich refief could only be granted by an industrial tribunal dealing 
with an industrial dispute. The Registrar could not possibly have g: anted tire 
reliefs claimed under this issue because of the limitations placed on his powers in 
the Act itself. It is true that section fi i by itself docs not contain any clear indica- 
tion that the Registrar cannot entertain a dispute relating to aUcration of condi- 
tions of scrs’ice of the employee of a registered society ; but the meaning given to 
the expressions ” touching the business of the society ” makes ft ver>’ doubtful 
whether a dispute in. respect of alteration of conditions of service can be held to be 
coverca by this expression. Since the word business ” is equated i\-ith the actual 
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trading or conunercial or Other similar business activity of the society, and since it 
has been, hdd that it ss-ould be diffictslt to subscribe to the proposition that whatever 
the society does or is necessarily required to do for the purpose of carrying out its 
objects, such as laying doun the conditions of service of its employees, can lx said 
to be part of its bi'siness, it would appear that a dispute relating to conditions of 
service of the workmen employed by the society'^ cannot be held to be a dispute 
touching the business of the society. The position is clarified by the piovisions of 
sub-section (4) of section 62 of the Act which limit die power to be exercised by 
the Registrar, when dealing with a dispute referred to hun imder section 61 ; by a 
mandate that he shall decide the dispute in accoj dance s\ith the provisions of 
the Act and the rules and bye-laws. The provisions of the Act, the rules and Ac 
bye laws could not possibly permit the Registrar to change conditions of service 
of the -ivorkmen employed by the society. In respect of the dispute relating to 
' the alteration of various conrhtions of service," the Registrar or o her person dealing 
. with it under section 62 of Ae Act is not competent to grant the relief claimed by 
the workmen at all. This dispute is not a dispute covered by the provisions of 
section 61 of Ae Act. Such a dispute is not contemplated to be dealt with under 
section 62 of the Act and must be held to be outside Ae scope of section 61 . 

The bye-laws of a co-operative society framed in pursuance of Ae provisions of 
the Act cannot be held to be latv or to have .force of law. It has no doubt been 
held Aat, if a statute gives p>ow’er to a Government or oAer auAority to make rules 
Ae rules so framed have Ae force of statute and are deemed to be incorporated as 
a pai t of Ae statute. That principle, however, does not apply to bye-latss of Ae 
nature Aat a cotdpeiative society is empowered by Ae Act to make. The bye- 
law's Aat are contemplated by the Act can be merely Aose which govern Ae 
internal management, business or administration of a society. They may be 
binding between the persons affected by them, but Aey do not have Ae force of a 
statute. In respect of bye-laws laying down conAtions of service of Ae employees 
of Ae society, Ae bye-laws would be binAng bteween Ae society' and Ae emplyees 
just in the same manner as conAtions of service laid down by contract between 
Ae parties. After such bye-laws laying dow'n Ae conAtions of service are 
made and any. person enters the employment of a society Aose conAtions of 
service will hav’e to be treated as condifions accepted by Ae employees "when 
entering Ae service and tvill thus bind him like conAtions of service specially 
forming part of Ae contract of service. - The bye-laws that can be framed by a 
society under Ae Act are similar in nature to Ae Articles of Association of a. 
company incorporated under Ae Companies Act and such articles of association 
have never been held to have Ae force of law'. The jurisdiction which is granted 
to industrial tribunalr by the Industrial Disputes Act is not Ae jurisAction of 
merely administering the existing laws and enforcing existing contracts. Indus- 
trial tribunals have Ae right even to vaiy contracts of service between Ac 
employer and Ae employees w'hich jurisAction can never be exercised by a civil 
C^urt or a Re^trar acting under tbe Co-operative Societies Act, so that Ae 
circumstance that, in granting relief on tire varions service conditions Ac 
TribunA will have to vary' Ae special bye-laws framed by Ae Co-operative Bank 
does not lead to Ae inference Aat the tiibunA woAd be incompetent to grant 
Ae reliefs sought in this reference. The reliefs coAd only be granted by the 
Industrial Tribtmal and could not fall within Ac scope of the powers of Ac 

Registrar dealing wiA a dispute under section 61 of the Act. 

The provisions of section 16 (5) of Ac Act is irrelevant when considering Ac 
scope of Ae jurisdiction of the Registrar under section 61 of Ac Act. The Regis- 
trar could not have granted relief under section 16 (5) of the Act. 

Appeals from Ac Judgment and Order dated the 5th August, 1968 of Ae 
AnAu-a Pradesh High Court in Writ Petitions Kos. 2339 and 2742 of 1968. 

C.B. Aganvala, Senior Advocate {K. Srinivasa Murthy, B. P. Singh and Naunit 
Lai, Advocates, wuA him, for Ae Appellants (In bo A). 
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A. S. B. Chari and jW. iT. Famamurihi,'Scmov Advocates (Mrs. S. Pappu, Madam 
Mohan J. Ramamurlhi, Vineet Kumar, P. S. Khera AndMissBindra Thakur, Advocates, 
with them), for Respondent No. 2 (in both). 

The Judgment of the Com t was delivered by 

Bhargava, J, — ^An industrial dispute arose between 25 Co-operative Central 
Banks in the State of Andhra Pradesh and their workmen represented by the Andhra 
Phadesh Bank Employees Federation, Hyderabad, wliich was referred by the’ Govern- 
ment of Andhra Pradesh to the Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, under section 
10 (i) (d) of tire Industrial Disputes Act No. XIV of 1947. The subject-matter of 
the dispute was divided into three issues. The first issue comprised a number of 
service conditions, (1) Salary Scalse and Adjustments (2) Dearness Allowance 
(3) Special Allowances (4) other Allowances (5) Uniforms and Washing Allow- 
ances for suborainate staff (6) Conveyance Charges (7) Provindent 'Fudd and 
Gratuity (8) Leave Rules (g) Joining Time on transfer, (10) Rules relating to 
departmental enquiry against employees for misconduct (ii) Probationary Period 
and Confirmation (12) Working Hours and Overtime Allowance. (13) Age of 
Retirement, (14) Security, (15) Common Good Fund, (16) Service Conditions and 
(17) Promotioirs. The second and the third issues both related to the question 
whether the t-ansfers of some employees of trvo of the Banks, The Vijayawada 
Co-operative Central Bank Ltd., Vijayawada, and The Vizianagaram Co-operative 
Central Bank Ltd., Vizainagaram, were justifit d and, if not to what reliefs were the 
employees entitled. Before the Industrial Tribunal, one of thf grounds raised on 
behalf of the banks was that the ieference of the disputes to the Tribunal was invalid, 
because such disputes were required to be referred for decision to the Registrar 
of the Co-operative Societies under section 61 of the Andhja Pradesh Co-operative 
Societies Act No. Vllcf i964(hereinafterrcf< rred to as “the Ac t”) and the effect of the 
provisions of the Act was to exclude the jurisdiction of the Industrial Tribunals to- 
deal with the same disputes under the Industrial Disputes’ Act. Various other picas 
were also taken by the banks in resisting the claims of the workmen, but in these- 
appeals, we are not concerned with them, because the Tribunal dealt with the point, 
mentioned by us above, as a preliminary issue and rejected the contention of the- 
banks. Trventy-four of the banks thereupon challenged the preliminary decision 
of the Tribunal on this question, treating it as a preliminary award, by filing two- 
Writ Petitions Nos. 2339 and 2742 of 19W under Article 226 of the Constitution in 
the High Court of Anffita Prade.'ch. 'Die High Court also rejected the plea of the 
Banks. These two appeals haue been brought up before us by certificate against 
the orders of the High Court bismissing the two writ petitions. In Civil Appeal 
No. 2093 of 1968, the appellants are 10 banks who were petitioners before the High. 
Court in Writ Petition No. 2339 of 1968, while 2 of the petitioner-banks in that rvrit 
petition have been impleaded as respondents. In CivU Appeal No. 2094 of 1968, 
the appellants are also to banks w'ho had joined in filing the otlicr Writ Petition 
No. 2742 of 1968 in the High Court, while one of the petitioner-banks in that writ 
petition has been impleaded as respondent, and another has not joined the appeal 
as a party. In these appeals, therefore -we arc only concerned with one single 
qustion as to whetlter the jurisdiction of the Industrie Tribunal to adjudicate on 
the industrial dispute referred to it under section to (,i) (d) of the Indstrial Disputes. 
Act was barred by the provisions of section .61 of the Act. 

The Tribunal, and the High Court in rejecting the plea taken on behalf of the 
banks, expressed the view tliat the oisputes actually referred to the Tribunal were, 
not capable of being decided by the Registrar of the Co-operative Societies undar 
section fit of tlie Act and, consequently, the reference to the Industrial Tribunal 
under the Industrial Disputes Act was competent. Learned ^unscl appearing on 
behalf of tlie banks took us through the provisions of the Act to indicate that, besides 
being a local and special Act, it is a self contained Act enacted for the purpose of 
successiul working of co-op>crative societies, including co-operative banks, and 
there arc provisions in the Act -which clearly exclude the applicability of other la-vvs 
if they happen to be in conflict ivith the provisions of the Act. It is no doubt true 
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that tlie Act is an. enactment passed by State Legislature which received the assent of 
the President, so that, if any provision of a Central Act, including the Industrial 
Disputes Act, is repugnant to any provision of the Act, the provision of the Act will 
prevail and not the provision of the Central Indixstrial Disputes Act. The general 
proposition urged that tire jurisdiction of the Industrial Tribunal under the Industrial 
Disputes Act rvill be barred if the disputes in question can be competently decided 
by the Registrar under section 6i of the Act is, therefore, correct and has to be 
accepted. The question, however, tliat has to be examined is whetlier the industrial 
dispute referred to the Tribunal in the present cases was such as was required to be 
teforred to the Registrar ana to be decided by him under section 6i of the Act. 

In order to properly appreciate the submissions which have been made on behalf 
of the banks, by their Counsel, it is necessary to setoutthe provisions of sections i6, 
‘6i, 62 and 133 of the Act which are as follows : — 

"16. Amendment of bye-laws of a society'. — (i) No amendment of any bye- 
law of a society shall be valid unless such amendment has been registered under 
this Act. Where such an amendment is not expressed to come into operation on a 
particular day, then, it shall come into force on the day on which it is registered. 

(2) Every proposal for such amendment shall be forwarded to the Registrar 
who shall, if he is satisfied that the proposed amendment fulfils the conditions 
•specified in sub-section (i) of section 7, register the amendment within a penod 
-of sixt}' daj'S from the date of receipt of such proposals : 

Provided that the Government may, for sufficient cause which shall be rccord- 
■ed in writing, extend the said period for a further period of sixty days. 

(3) The Re^strar shall forward to the society a copy of the registered amend- 
ment together with a certificate signed and sealed by him, and such certificate 
shall be conclusive evidence that the amendment has been duly registered. 

(4) Where the Registr^ is not so satisfied, he shall communicate by registered 
post the order of refusal together with the reasons therefor, to the society within 
■the pieriod sjiecifiea in sub-section (2). 

(5) If in the opinion of the Registrar, an amendment of the bye-laws of a 
society is necessary’- or desirable in the interest of such society or of the co-operative 
movement, he may, in the manner prescribed, call upon the society, to make any 
amendment within such time as he may specifj-. If the society fails to make 
such an amendment ivithin the time so specified the Registrar may, after giiing 
the society an opportunity of making its representation, register such amendment 
and forward to the soceity by registered post a copy of the amendment together 
with a certificate signed by him ; such a certificate shall be conclusive evidence 
that the amendment has been duly registered ; and such an amendment shall have 
the same effect as an amendment of any bye-law made by the society. 

He » » n: 

61. Disputes which may be referred to the Registrar : — 

(1) Notwithstanding an'jtliing in any law for the time being in force, if any 
dispute touching the constitution, management or the business of a society, other 
than a dispute regarding disciplinaty action taken by the society or its committee 
against a paid employee of the society, arises — 

(a) among members, past members and persons claiming through member, 
past members and deceased members ; or 

(6) between a member, past member or pierson claiming through a member 
past member or deceased member and the society, its committee or any officer, 
agent or emploj’ee of the society ; or 
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(c) between the society or its committee and any past committeej any officer 
agmt or employee, or any past ofiicer, past agent or past employee or the nominee, 
heir or legal representative of any deceased officer, deceased agent, or deceased 
employee of the society ; or 

(d) between the society and any other soceity ; 
snch dispute shall be referred to the Registrar for decision. 

Explanalion.: — ^For the purposes of this sub-section a dispute shall include — 

(1) a cliam by a society for any debt or other amount due to it from a member 
past member or the nominee, heir or legal representative of a deceased member, 
whether such debt or other amoimt be, admitted or not ; 

(fi) a claim by a smety against the principal debtor where the society has 
recovered from the surety any amount in respect of any debt or other amount due 
to it from the principal debtor as a result of the default of the principal debtor 
whether such debt or other amount due be admitted or not ; 

(tiz) a claim by a society against a member, past member or the nominee, 
heir or legal representative of a deceased member for the delivery of possession 
to the society of land or other immovable property resumed by it for breach of the 
conditions of assigrment or allottment of such land or other immovable property. 

(2) If any question arises whether a dispute referred to the Registrar under 
this section is a dispute touching the constitution, management or the business of 
n society, such question shall be decided by the Registrar. 

■ (3) (a) Every dispute relating to, or in connection vvnth, any election to a 
committee of a society referred to in clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 3 1 , shall 
be referred for decision to a Subordinate Judge or where there is no Subordinate 
' Judge, to the District Judge having jurisdiction over the place -^vherc the main 
office of the society is situated, whose decision thereon shall be final. 

(d) Every dispute relating to orin connection with any election to a committee 
of such class of societies as may, by notification in the Andhra Pradesh Gazette, 

• be specified by the Government in this behalf and referred to in clause ( 6 ) of sub- 
section (3) of section 31, shall be referred for decision to a District Munsif having 
jurisdiction over the place where the main office of the society is situated, and his 
decision thereon shall be final. 

(4) Every dispute relating to, or in connection ■ivith, any election To a com- 
mittee shall be referred under subjection (i) of sub-section (3) only after the date 
of declaration of the result of such election. 

62. Action to b: taken by the Registrar on suck reference i— 

(i) The Registrar may, on receipt of the reference of a dispute under section 

61,— 

(fl) elect to decide the dispute himself; or 

ib) transfer it for disposal to any pcison who has been invested by the Govern- 
ment rvith po^v•ers in that behalf; or 

(c) refer it for disposal to an arbitrator. 

(q) WTierc the reference relates to any dispute involving immovable property, 
the Registrar or such person or arbitrator, may order tliat any person be joined as a 
party who has acquireu any interest in such property subsequent to the acquisi- 
tion "of interest ffiercin by a’ party to the reference anU any decision that may be 
passed on the reference bv the Registrar, or the person or the arbitrator aforesaid, 
shall be binding on the party so joincU as if he were an original party to the 
reference. 

(3) The Registrar may, by order for reasons to be recorded therein, idthdraw 
any reference transferred under claue (Jb) of sub-section (i) or referred under clause 
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arbitrator under clause (c) of that sub-section. 

(4) The Regbtra’, such mlS ^TbyeSi^^^^^ 

accordance idth the provisions of ^ «*,tion 76 be final. Pending final 

decision shaU, subject to the provisions as the case may 

decision on the dispute, the °^a,y deem necessary in the 

be, may make such interlocutor}' orders as tie may accm 

notwithstanding anytMng anything 

the effect that a dispute covered by am^er Authority under any 

Registrar for decision, so that it cammt be proposition firom the prOVi- 

o&er law. Further strength is sought in f PP^^ provisions of the Act 

sions of section 133 of the Act u^ch clear y^ a^ other law inconsistent vith 

have overriding effect if there be any pro is X i„„^acre of section 61 of 

the provisions of the Act. Then, it was f in these cases, 

the Act is idde enough to cover the dispute re employees and 

because the dispute are between co-oj^ati ^ support of this submission, 

thev touch the busines of the co-opeatiVe so • ^ . Qo^p^ in which 

learned Counsel referred us to a numl^ oSf siSSrrovisi^^ 

the scope of the provisions contamcrf J deisions wee concern^ 


e and their employee. The case wmcnu.^v.= ..wx. 

(.) .dcofe!o„orakar„ed single 1 „ 

Bcilwa) Emphr^ Co-tpmtoii Bmk Ctd. v. f ^4 Boniav of-opOT.™ 

which a similar provision contained in seeion 54 

Socitie Act VII of 1925 was inteTJ^eted ; a _ v Amor 

(2) a decision in Motor Transport Adhere the 

Kamgar Passenger Transport Company of the Madhya Pradesh 

Madhya Pradeh High Court int^ieted ^■^ireemding terms of employ- 

Co-opeative Societie Art, 1960 wbui arising betivccn 

"^(3) admsion of a Full Bench of the 'a!fpi£S, 

Rao and others v. D.F. K. Suipa Rao^^ Mem ^ f Marlras Co-operative Societi^ 
Pitkapuram and othns^, in which section 51 o <, Act was interpreted ; 3 U<i 

Act of 1932, which we very similar to seuon 61 ofthe Act, was imeTi 

(4I a deision of a Full Bench of the 'cSperativc 

Ncsndiay v.Potdor in which also section M of the Bombay Co-op 

Societie Act VII of 1925 came up for interpretation. 

Learned Counsel for the v. 

single Judge of the Calcutta High Court in C p w'acc-s'ale and dearnes 

sJe of ]Val Bengal and others^ ivhcsc a dispute ^^o w^, § , defined 

allowance was held not to be a dispute ivithin the meaning of tl.aMvo^ 
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2. (1969) 18 Indian Factorie and Labour 
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i„ the Ea,gal Co-op^ative si°”» “ 

^rround that the decision in that c^e turn 
that Act to the word “ dispute . 

u >• nt necessary to examine in detaU the re^ons given 

It appears to us that it is " _„^for the interpi etation placed by them on 
by the High Courts in the above-cited cas decision of this 

provisions^ similar to section 6i of *e v Messrs. Dalichand Jugraj Jain 

in m D,ccm »"n.eS« eouon 9. of *0 Maha.»htra 

aaJ In that ca,e. XXXII of .96.), tbe relevant 

Co-operative Societies Act, i960 
provision of which is reproduced below . 

cc qj (i) Notwithstanding ^°^j,tntion elections of the office bearers, 

being in See, any dispute touching the shall be refcircd. 

conffiict of general meeting, ^nagemen the society 

• by any of the parties to the the Registrar, if both the parties 

k affilffited, or by a creditor f *e somety, to 
thereto are one or other of 

(a) a society, its committee, ^p^.^e^ervant or nominee, heir or Icgffi 
any past or present agent, any p^ o deceased agent or decieased servant o 
xepr^entadve of any 

society, or the Liquidator of the society , ^ 

. Lror was: what 

One of the quesdoia'which the ‘^°’^Q^^]^g^A^business of the society ? 
is the meaning of the expression i„„pd the provisions of section 91 ( ) 

io" decide this question, the Court an y ^ ^n.section (i^ ; first, ^ disputes 

“Five kinds of disputes are P“?°econffiy, disputes touching election of^e 
touching the constitution of a the conducy f gen^ 

officc-bear^ of ? the 'Si 

meeungs of a society , business of a society. R is clear 

and fifthly, ffisputes touching ffie bu ^ ,o^,ety 

“ business ” in this context d jneetings and manag^en husin«s ” has 

office-bearers, conduct of ^jds sub-section the word commercial or 

be treated as affmrs of a soc ty- 5 tbe actual trading „thoriscd to 

been used in a narrower sei^e .^f^^^^ety which the society is authoris 

other similar business activity xjules and its bye-lairs - 

enter into under the Act an ,.,hetiier a dispute touching 

1„ that c=u=, this Cant bSucss of *0 SuS 

the assets of a society w^ a dispn jjj<^tioned ^tra Act XXXII of 

that context that the toterpr«» ^fdie Maharashtra Act 

In considering the fiiU Lid :- 

agdi, the Court farther pro society does can be ascer- 

..tVMte ™ agtae. btat *-an««f of 

carrying out its objects can vetty wade and wo i 

agree that the word “ tou 1 ^j^css of a society, bu ^v -vrord “ touch- 

which relates to or concer^ ffie defining the scope of the w ord 

the word affects ” should also be usca 

ing”. ‘ - ■ 
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This comment was made when taking notice cf the decision, of the Full Bench of die 
Bombay High Court in FarIJmr.dcH v. PoldarK The Court also held : — 

“ One othei limitation on the word “ dispute ” may also be placed and that is 
that the word ‘‘ dispute ” covers only those disputes which are capable of being 
resolved by the Registrar or his nominee.’’ 

Considering the similarity' between section 6i of the Act and section 91 (i) of the 
Maharashtra Act XXXII of 1961. we are of the opinion that the interpretation 
already placed by this Court on the pio\ isions of section gr (i) of the hlaharashtra 
Act XXXn of 1 96 1 is fuUy applicable to the provisions of section 61 of the Act irith 
whicli we are concerned. Consequently, in deciding these appeals,, we must pro- 
ceed on the basis that section 6 1 of the Act requires reference of a dispute to the 
Registrar only if tlie dispute is capable of being resolved by the Registrar or his 
nominee, and further, the dispute between the co-operative society and the employee 
touches the business of the society in the sense esplained b\ this Court in that case. 

Applying tliese tests, tve have no doubt at all that the dispute covered by the 
first issue referred to the Industrial Tribunal in the present cases could not possibly 
be referred for decision to the Registrar under section 61 of the Act. The dispute 
related to alteration of a nitmber of conditions of service of the workmen which 
relief could only be granted by an Industrial Tribunal dealing uith an industrial 
dispute. The Registrar, it is clear from the provisions of the .-kct, could not possibly 
have granted the reliefs claimed tmder this issue because of the limitations placed 
on his powers in the Act itself. It is true that section 61 by itself does not contain 
any clear indication that the R^strar cannot entertain a dispate relating to altera- 
tion of condidons of service of the employees of a registered soriety ; but the meaning 
given to the expression “ touching the business of the society”, in our opinion, 
makes it very doubtful whether a dispute in respect of alteration cf conditions of 
service can be held to be covered by this expression. Since the word " business ” 
is equated with the actual trading or commercial or other similar business activity 
of the society, and since it har been held that it vsnuld be difficult to subscribe to the 
proposition that whatever the society does or is necessarily required to do for the 
purpose of carrying out its objects, such as laving dovra the conditions of service ofi 
its employee, can be said to be a part of its business, it woizld appear that a dispute 
relating to conditions of service of the workmen emploved by the society cannot 
be held to be a dispute touching tlie business of the societv-. Further, the position 
is clarified by the provisions of sub-section (4) of section 62 of the Act which limit the 
power to be exercised by the Registrar, when dealing with a dispute referred to him 
under section 61 ; by a mandate that he shall UecHe the dispate in accordance with 
the provisions of the Act and the Rule and bye-laws. On the face of it, the provi- 
sions of the Act, the rules and the bye-laws could not possibly permit the Registrar 
to change conditions of service of the workmen employed by the societv-. For the- 
purpose of bringing facts to our notice in the present appeals, the Rules farmed bv 
the Andhra Pradesh Government under the Act, and the bye-laws of one of the 
appellant-banks have been placed on the Paper-books of the appeals before us. 
It appears from them that the conditions of service of the employees of the Bank 
have all been laid down by framing special bye-laws. Most of the conditions oF 
service ,which the workmen want to be altered to their benefit, have thus been laid 
down by the bye-laws, so that any alteration in those conditions of service will 
necessarily require a change in the bye-laws. Such a change could not possibly be 
directed by the Registrar when, under section 62 (4) of the .“kct he is specifically 
required to decide tiie dispute referred to him in accordance with the provisions of 
the bye-laws. It may also be noticed that a dispute referred to the Registrar under 
section 6 1 of the Act can even be transferred for disijosal to a person who may have 
been invested by the Government with, powers in that behalf, or may be referred 
for ifisposal to an arbitrator by the Registrar. Such person or arbitrator, when decid- 
ing the dispute, will also be governed by the mandate in section 62 (4) of the Act^ 
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SO that he will also be botuid to reject the claim of the workmen w^ch is nothing, 
else thPT7 a request for alteration of conditions of service contained in the bye-laws. 
It is thus clear that, in respect of the dispute relating to alteration of \-arious condi- 
tions of service, the” Registrar or other person dealing with it under section 62 of the 
^ct is not competent to grant the relief claimed by the workmen at all. On the 
principle laid down by this Court in the case of The Deccan Merchants Co-operative 
Bar^ Ltd. ^ therefore, it must be held that this dispute is not a oispute covered by the 
pro'visions'of section'61 of the Act. Such a dispute is not contemplated to be dealt 
with under section 62 of the Act and must, therefore, be held to be outside the scope 
of section 61. 

In this connections, we may take notice of the view e.xpr«sed by a learned 
sinc-le Tudne of the Madras High Court in South Arcot Co-operative Motor Transport 
Scdeiy, Ltd. ifor ex-servicemen) v. Sped Batcha and others^ where dealing with an indus- 
trial claim, the learned Judge held ; 


Therefoie in regard to an industrial claim, like the retrenchmmt compensa- 
tion. the remedy for the worker would be only to enforce it by the machinery' 
created by the Industrial Disputes Act, nainely, by section 10 and 33 C (2).. 
The Madras Co-operative Societies Act being itself a statut^the authonty, 

aoint under it, w^d have no jurisdiction beyond ^v-ha_t the enactment itself con- 
tod ^ him. He could not, therefore, have junsoicUon to decide a dispute 

under the Industrial Disputes Act. 

That dedsioa also related to seetioa 5. .of*. MadrtJ Co-operati« Sodedes Act, 
1932, which was siimlar in terms to sectton 6 1 of the Act. 

T d annearing on behalf of the appeUant-banks, however, urged' 

Learned Cou^ PI^^ Industrial Tribunal to deal with the 

a new point to to the effect that the conditions of service 

dispute relating to con rn^tter of bve-Iaws. an Industrial Tribunal will not 

having been l^^use even an Industrial Tribunal has no jurisdiction 

be cornpetent to alt^them^^ Ais^urpose., he referred us to a number off 

to m^e otd^ Dalmia Cement (Bharat) Ltd., Nao Delhi v. Their IVorkmen 

decisions of tlmCoi^ n . „f Marina Hotel v. The Workmen*; Cinema Theatres v. 

avA another^; Their Workmen amlvlco 

Their Ifforfoizra’, and TheH ^ Industrial Tribunal acted lUegally in 

versa®. _ In all th^ ca-es, _,.-nber ofdavs laid down by the Delhi Shops and 

prescribing leave m excess o 22 of that Act tliere was a specific proWbi- 

Establishments Act, ig^.,. -^h fuU wages shaU not exceed 12 da>s ; 

tion that leave for sickness or Tribunal oranting to the workmen more 

and it was held that a direction ma > -y ^ -Fhe pnnciple of the decisions in these 
dian 12 da,V sickness or the cases before us, because, 

cases does not, however, appear , . contained in tlie Act that the condi- 

in the present case, th^is no p ajtercd. The argument on behalf of the 

dons of service ja^vs which contained the conditions of service, 

banks, however was bv an Industrial Tribunal altering a 

are themsdves law, so that an |aw would be an order contraiy to law and, 

condition of service contained in a bye i-w wo 

hence, illegal. 

, , submission that the bye-laws of a co-operative 

We are unable to , provisions of the Act can be held to be law or to 

socieu- framed in pumiance 01 f statute gives power to m 

have the force of law. It has n rules the rules so framed have the force 
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principle, however, docs not apply to bye-laws of the nature that a co-operative 
society is empowered by the Acs to make. The bye-law's that are contemplated 
by the Act can be merely tliose which govern the internal management, business or 
administration of a society. They may be binding between the persons afiected bv 
them, but they do not have the force of a statute. In respect of bye-law's laying 
dow'n conditions of service of the employees of a society, the bye-laws ^\'ould ^ 
binding betw'cen the society and the employees just in the same mannei as conditions 
•of service laid down by contract between the parties. In fact, after such bye-laws 
laying down the conditions of service are made and any person enters tlie employ- 
ment of a society those conditions of service vnU have to be treated as conditions 
accepted by the employee when entering tire service and vsill thus bind him like 
■conditions of service specifically forming part of the contract of service. The bye- 
law's that can be framed by a soceity under the Act are similar is nature to tlie Articles 
of Association of a Company incorporated under the Companies Act and such Articles 
•of Association have never been held to have the force of Jaw. In a number of cases, 
•conditions of service for industries are laid dow'n by Standing Orders certified under 
the Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 1964 and it has been held that, 
though such Stanefing Orders are binding betw'een the employers and the employees 
of the industry governed by these Standing Orders, they do not have such force of 
law as to be binding on Industrial Tribunal adjudicating an industrial dispute. 
The jurisdiction which is granted to Industrial Tribunal by the Industrial Disputes 
Act is not tlie jurisidetion of merely administering the existing laws and enforcing 
•existing contracts. Industrial Tribunals have the right even to vary contracts of 
service between the employer and the employees winch jurisdiction can never be 
•exercised by a civil Court or a Registrar acting under the Co-operative Societies 
Act, so that the circumstance that, in granting relief on issue No. 1 , the Tribunal 
will have to vary the special bye-laws framed by the Co-operative Bank docs not 
lead to the inference that the Tribunal woirld be incompetent to grant the reliefs 
sought in this reference. In fact, the reliefs could only be granted by the Industrial 
Tribunal and could not fall vs’ithin the scope of the powers of tlie Registrar dealing 
with a dispute under section 6 1 of the Act. 


We may also, in this connection, take notice of the submission made by learned 
"Counsel that the Registrar could have granted relief under section 16 (5) of the Act if 
he thought that it was adv'isable to grant that relief to the workmen. In our 
•opinion, this submission must be rejected for two reasons. The fiirst reason is that 
notion taken by the Registrar under section 16 (5) of the Act will not be a decision on 
n dispute referred to liim under section 61 of the Act. When dealing with the dis- 
pute under section 61 of tlie Act, the Registrar is bound to decide the dispute in 
accordance with the existing bye-laws, so that, if the dispute relates to alteration 
•of conditions of service laid down in the bye-laws, he will be incompetent to ^ant 
the relief claimed, it is also to be noticed that a dispute referred to a Registrar 
ainder section 6 of the Act may be transferred for disposal to a person w'ho has been 
invested by tlie Government w'ith powers in that behalf, or mty be referred for dis- 
posal to an arbitrator. On the face of it, such person or arbitrator cannot possi- 
bly exercise the powers of the Registrar under section 16 (5) of the Act. The second 
reason is that, under section 16 (5) of the Act, the power given to the Regisratr to 
propose amendments in the bye-laws and to enforce them if the proposal is not 
accepted by a society is to be exercised only when the Registrar is of the opinion 
"that it is necessary or desirable to do so in the interests of such society or of the co- 
-operative movement. Amendments in bye laws under section 1 6 (5) of the Act arc 
not contemplated in the interests of tlie workmen or for the purpose of resolving indus- 
trial aisputes. The provisions of section 16 (5) of the Act thus appear to us to be 
irrelevant svhen considering the scope of the jurisdiction ^ of the Registrar under 
section 1 6 of the Act. Consequently, the decision of the High Court holding that the 
Tribunal had jurisdiction to deal with the industrial dispute referred to it must be 
upheld. 
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^Ve may also take notice of an argument advanced at the last stage by learned 
Counsel appearing on behalf of the banks that, in any case matters covered by issues 
Nos. 2 and 3 referred to the Tribunal could have been competently decided by the 
Registrar, and the reftience in respect of those tsvo issues at least should be held 
to be incompetent. We do not think that at this stage there is any need for uS to 
decide this question, because such a point was not raised at all in the petitions filed 
rmder Article 226 of the Constitution before the High Court. In those petitions, 
the competence of the reference to the Industrial Tribunal as a whole was chal- 
lenged on the ground that it svas barred because of the jmrisdiction of the Registrar 
to deal with the dispute under section 61 of the Act. Consequently, we need not 
deal wth the question whether a particular issue forming part of the reference has 
been competently referred or not. 

The appeals fail and are dismissed with costs. One hearing fee. 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed, 
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Conslilulion of India (1950), Ariicle 246, Schedule VJl, List I, Entry 3, List If, Entry 18 
and List III, Entries 6, 7 and 13 and WestBengnl Premises Tenancy Act (Xllofig^O)—!. 

Cantonment area — Extension of Stats Act to cantonment area by State Government 

Whether ultra vires — Power of Parliament to legislate in respect of house accomma^ 
dation in cemtonment area — limited to military purposes alone — Extension of 
power of Parliament to regulate the relationship between landlord and tenant — Scope of. 

Words and Phrases — “regulation”. 

In the entry, where power is granted to Parfiament to make laws for the regula- 
tion of house accommadation in cantonment areas, there are no qualifying words 
- to indicate that the house accommadation must be accommadation required for 
militr^- purposes, or must be accommodation that has already been acquired, 
requsitioned or allotted to tlie military . If a legislation in respect of any conton- 
ment was to be undertaken by Parliament for the first time under this entry, there 
would be, at the time of that legislation, no house in the contonment already 
acquired, requsitioned or allotted for military purposes, and, if tlie interpretation 
sought to be put on behalf of the appellant were accepted, tl'.c posver to pass laws 
cannot be exercised by Parliament at all. In the entiy% various items, wliich can 
be the subject matter of I^islation by Parliament arc" mentioned separately and 
in none of these clauses there is any specification that the legislation is to be con- 
fined to areas or accommodation required for mpitary purposes. lYhen legisla- 
ting in respect of local self Government in cantonment areas, it is obvious that 
Parliament rs-ill have to legislate for the entire cantonment area including portions 
of it which may be in possession of civilians and not military authorities, or mili- 
tary officers. Similarly, the powers of the cantonment authorities which could 
be granted by legislation by Parliament, cannot be confined to those areas or 
buildings which are in actual possession of military authorities or officers and 
must be in respect of tlie entire cantonment area including those buildings and 
■ ■ ■ ■ , ■ . 
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lands which may be in actual owiership as well as occupation of civilians. There 
is no reason to narro'w down the scope of legislation or regulation of house accom- 
modation and confine it to hous^ wliich are required or are actually in possession 
military' authorities or military officer's. Theporver to regulate house accommo- 
dation by law must e’Ktend to all house accommodation in the cantonment area 
irrespective of its bein^ o\\'ned by or in the possession of, civilians. If a law 
%s’ere to be made for the first time under this entry, all houses ■rvould be either 
Vacant or occupied by o'wners or occupied by tenants of o'^s'ners under private 
agreements and the law, when first made, will have to govern such houses. The 
scope of the expression “regulation of house accoimnodation ” in this entry, 
cannot, therefore be confined as urged on behalf of the appellant. 

The word “ regulation ” cannot be so narrowly interpreted as to be confined 
to allotment only and not to other incidents, such as termination of eiiisting 
tenancies and eviction of persons in possersicn of the house accommodation. 
This entry gives the pots'er to Parliament to pass legislation for the purpose of 
directing or controlling all house accommodation in cantonment areas. Tlus 
power to direct or control will include •trithin it all aspects as to "srho is to make 
the constructions under ■^vhat conditions the constructions can be altered, •^vho is 
to occupy the accommodation and for how long, on ^^•hat terms it is to be occupied, 
when and under ^vhat circumstances the occupant is to cease to occupy it, and 
the maimer in ■^vhich the accommodation is to be utilised. All tliese are ingre- 
dients of regulation of house accommodation and there is no reason to hold that 
the word “ regulation ” has not been used in this -^vide sense in tlie entrj% Parlia- 
ment was given the exclusive power to legislate in respect of house accommoda- 
tion in cantonment areas for regulating the accommofetion in all its aspects. 

■Whenever any le^slation is passed relating to control of rents, that legislation 
can be effective and can serve its purpose only if it also regulates eviction of 
tenants. Consequently, •when in Entry 3 of List I, the potver is granted to Parlia- 
ment sjjecifically to legislate as control of rents, that power cannot be effectively 
exercised unless it is held that Parliament also has the po'^ver to regulate eviction 
of tenants -ivhose rents are to be controlled. Such po'wer must be necessarily 
read in the expression reflation of house accommodation ”. It has to be 
remembered that this power reserved for Parliament is to be exercised in respect 
of house accommodation situated in cantonment areas only and not other areas 
the legislative power in respect ofwhich is governed by entries either in List II or 
in List III. This view is al«) borne out by the historical background provided by 
the legislation relating to cantonments and house accommodation in canton- 
ments' in India. 


Therdationshipoflandlordandtenantinrespectofhouse accommodation situa- 
tedin cantonmentareasisclearly covered by the entries in List I of tlie Constitution. 
The effect of Entry' 3 of List I is that Parliament has exclusive power to make lais-s 
•with respect to the matters contained in that Entry, notivitlistanding the fact 
that a similar power may also be found in any Entry' in List II or List III. Article 
246 of the Constitution confers exclusive power on Pa rliam ent to make hiiss uith 
respect to any of the matters enmnerated in List I, notwitlistar.ding the concurrent 
power of Parliament and the State Legislative or the exclusive potver of the 
State Legislative in Lists II and III respectively. The general poivcr legislating 
in respect of relationship betivcen landlord and tenant exercisable by a State Legis- 
lature cither imder Entry 18 of List II or Entries 6 and 7 of List III is subject to the 
overriding power of Parliament in respect of matters in List I, so tliat tlie effect 
of Entry 3 of list I is that, on the subject of relationship bcUvccn landlord and 
tenant in so far as it arises in respect of house accommodation situated in canton- 
ment areas. Parliament alone can legislate and not the State LcgLsIaturcs. No 
anomaly arises in holding that the exclusive power of Parliament for regulation 
of house accommodation including control of rents in cantonment areas has the 
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effect of making the legislative powers conferred by Lists II and III subject to 
this power of Parliament, 

A.C. Paid V. Vishwanalh Chada, I.L.R. (1954) Bom. 434 ; Overruled. 

Nawal Mai V. Naihulal (1961) I.L.R. ii Raj. 421, Affirmed. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the nth July, 
I966 of the Calcutta High Court in Civil Reference No. 20 of 1963. 

D. A. Mukhetjet and Sunil Kumar Ghosh, Advocates, for Appellant. 

A. K. Sen, Senior Advocate (Sukumar Ghose and Miss Krishna San, Advocates, 
■with him), for Respondent No. i. 

B. Sen, Senior Advocate (Sukumar Basu and P. K. Chakravarti, Advocates, with 
him), for Respondent No. 2. 

J^iren De, Attorney-General for India and V. A. Seyid Muhammad, Senior Advo- 
cate {R. H, Dhebar and S. P. Jiayar, Advocates, with them), for the Attorney- 
General for India. 

The Judgment of the Court ^vas delivered by 

Bhargava, J. — ^Rama Sundari Debi, the first respondent in this appeal by Special 
Leave, instituted a suit for the ejectment of Indu Bhusan Bose appellant who was a 
tenant in premises No. 18, Riverside Road, owned by respondent No. i, situated 
•within the cantonment area of Barrackpore. The agreed rent was Rs, 250 per 
mensem ; but there was a dispute as to whether the o-vvner or the tenant was liable 
to pay rates and taxes. On an application presented by the appellant, the Rent 
Controller fixed fair rent under section 60 of the West Bengal Premises Tenancy 
Act No. XII of I956 fhereinafter referred to as “ the Act ”) at Rs. 1 70 per month 
inclusive of all cantonment taxes, and, in appeal, the amount was erdianced to 
Rs. 188 per month inclusive of all cantonment taxes. Respondent No. 1 , in Decem- 
ber, i960, served a notice on the appellant to quit and, on failing to get vacant posses- 
sion, foed a suit in the Court of the Munsif. In the plaint, respondent No. I claimed 
that, regulation of house accommodation including control of rents, being a subject 
in Entry No. 3 of List 1 of the Seventh Schedule to tlie Constitution, the State Legis- 
lature could not competently enact a law on the same subject for cantonment areas, 
so that the appellant ^vas not entitled to protection under the Act which had been 
extended to that area by the State Government. It was urged that the extension 
of that State Act to the cantonment area was ultra vires and void. The Munsif, 
thereupon, made a reference under section 113 of the Code of Civil Procedure to the 
High Court of Calcutta for decision of this constitutional question raised in the suit 
before him. The High Court decided the reference by making a declaration that 
the notification, ■ivhereby the State Government bad extended the provisions of the 
Act to the Barrackpore cantonment area, was ultra vires and void. This is the deci- 
sion of the High Court that has been challenged in this appeal. 

It has been contended on behalf of the appellant that the High Court is not 
correct in holding that the filed of Legislation covered by the Act, •which is primirily 
concerned ^\ith control of rents and eviction of tenants, is included ■\\ithin the 
expression “ regulation of house accommodation in cantonment areas ” used in 
entry No. 3 of List I. That entrj- is as follows : — - 

" 3. Delimitation of cantonment areas, local self-government in such areas, 
the constitution and powers within such areas ^ cantonment authorities and 
the regulation of house accommodation (including the control of rents) in 
such areas.” 

The submission made is that regulation of house accommodation n-ill not include 
within it lars-s or rules on the subject of rclationsliip of landlord and tenant of build- 
ings situated in the cantonment areas. On the other hand, according to the appel- 
lant, legislation on this subject can be made cither under Entry No. 1 8 of List II 
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or Entries Nos. 6, 7 and 13 of List III, so that a State Legislature is competent to 
legislate and regulate relationship between landlord and tenant e%'en in cantonment 
areas. These relevant entries are reproduced below : — 

« List II 

18. Land, that is to say, rights in 01 over land, lanfl tenures including the 
relation of landlord and tenant, and the collection of rents ; transfer and aliena- 
tion of agrimiltural land ; land improvement and agricultural loans ; coloniza- 
tion ”, 


‘‘List III 

6. Transfer of property other than agricultural land ; registration of deeds 
and documents. 

7. Contracts, including partnership, agenc\', contracts of carriage, and other 
• special forms of contracts, but not including contracts relating to agricultural 
- land. 

13. Civil Procedure, including aU matters included in the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure at the commencement of this Constitution, limitation and arbitration.” 

On the scope of Entry 3 of List I, the argument advanced is that Parliament is 
empowered to legislate in resp>ect of house accommodation situated in cantonment 
areas only to the extent tliat that house accommodation is needed for militarv' pur- 
poses and la'ivs are required for requisitioning or othenme obtaining possession of 
that accommodation for sucli purposes. In the alternative, the submission made is 
that regulation of house accommodation by parliamentary law should be confined 
to houses acquired, requisitioned or allotted or military purposes. This Entr)’’ 3, 
according to„the api^llant, should not be read as giving Parliament the power to 
legislate on the refotionship of landlord and tenant in respect of houses situated in 
‘cantonment areas if such houses are let out privately by a private o^vner to his tenant 
"and have nothing at all to do with the requirements of the military. IVe are unable 
to accept this submission. The language of the entry itself does not justify any 
such interpretation. In the entry when power is granted to Parliament to make 
laws for the regulation of house accommodation in cantonment areas, there are no 
'qualifying words to indicate that the house accommodation, rvhich is to be subject 
to such legislation, must be accommodation required for military purposes, or must 
be accommodation that has already been acquired, requisitioned or allotted to the 
military. In fact, if a legislation in respect of any cantonment was to be undertaken 
by Parliament for the first time under this entr}', there would be, at the time of tliat 
legislation, no house in the cantonment already acquired, requisitioned or allotted 
for military purposes ; and, if the 'interpreatation sought to be put on behalf of the 
appellant were accepted, the po^ver of Parliament to pass laws carmot be exercised 
by Parliament at all. It is ako significant that, in the entr)', various items, wliich 
"can be the subject-matter of legislation by Parliament, are mentioned spcaratcly, 
and these are : — 

(i) Delimitation of cantonment areas ; 

(it) local self-government in such areas ; 

(Hi) the constitution and powers vtithin such areas of cantonment authorities; 

and 

(/v) the regulation of house accommodation (including tlic control of rents) 
in such areas. 

In none of these clauses there is any specification that the legislation is to 
confined to areas or accommodation required for militar\' purposes, ^^^lcn Icgis- 
-lating in respect of local self-government in cantonment areas, it is obvious that 
•parliament will have to legislate for the entire cantonment area including portions 
-of it which may be in possession of civilians and not militaiy authorities or military 
officers. Similarly, the powers of the cantonment authorities, which could be 
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granted by legislation by Parliament, cannot be confined to those areas or buildings' 
which are in actual possession of military authorities or ofiicers and must be in respect 
of the entire cantonment area including those buildings and lands which may be in 
actual owmership as well as occupation of civilians. In these circumstances, there 
is no reason to narro^v down the scope of legislation on regulation of house accom- 
modation and confine it to houses w'hich are required or are actually in possession of 
military authorities or military officers. The power to regulate house accommoda- 
tion by law' must extend to all house accommodation in the cantonment area irres- 
pective of its being ot\ned by, or in the possession of, civilians. In fact, if a law 
were to be made for the first time under this entry, all the houses would be either 
vacant or occupied by owners or occupied by tenants of osvners under private agree- 
ments and the la-w, when first made, will have to govern such houses. The scope 
of the expression “ regulation of house accommodation ” in this entry cannot, there- 
fore, be confined as urged on behalf of the appellant. 

It is, in the alternative, contended that, even if the expression “ regulation of 
house accommodation” in this entry includes regulation of houses in private occupa- 
tion, it should not be interpreted as giving Parliament the pow'er even to legislate 
for eviction of tenants w'ho may have occupied the houses under private arrangement 

the owTiers. It should be confined to legislation for the purpose of obtaining 
possession and allottment of such accommodation to military authorities or military 
officers. We cannot accept that the word “ regulation ” can be so narrowly inter- 
preted as to be confined to allotment only and not to other incidents such as ter- 
mination of existing tenancies and eviction of persons in possession of the house 
accommodation. The dictionary meaning of the t\'ord "regulation ” in the Shorter 
Oxford Dictionar)' is “ the act of regulating ” and the word " regulate ” is given the 
meaning “ to control, govern or direct by rule or regulation ”. This entry, thus, 
gives the potver to Parliament to pass legislation for the purpose of directing or 
controlling all house accommodation in cantonment areas. Clearly, this power to 
direct or control wiU include within it all aspects as to who is to make the construc- 
tions under tvhat conditions the constructions can be altered, who is to occupy the 
accommodation and for hotv long, on w'hat terms it is to be occupied, ^^•hen and 
under ts'hat circumstances the occupant is to cease to occupy it, and the manner 
in which the accommodation is to be utilised. All these are ingreefients of regulation 
of house accommodation and we see no reason to hold that this tvord " regulation ” 
has not been used in this ^v•ide sense in this entry. 

It appears that, in the Government of India Act, 1935, the corresponding Entry 
No. 2 in List I of the Seventh Schedule to that Act -^vas similar to this Entry No. 3 of 
List I of the Seventh Schedule to the Constitution, but the expression "including 
control of rents” -w'hich is now in Entry No. 3 of List I within brackets did not exist. 
An argument ^v•as sought to be built on it that regulation of house accommodation 
"ivas not intended to cover control of rents w'hen that expression "was used in the 
corresponding entry in the Government of India Act, and that this expression used 
in the Constitution should also be interpreted to cover the same field, so that, but 
for the aadition made witlun brackets. Parliament could not have legislated for con- 
trol of rents of house accommodation within cantonment areas. It is further urged 
that, if the expression " regulation of house accommodation ” is interpreted as not 
including -within it regulation or control of rents, it should also be held that it \vill 
not include regulation of eviction of private tenants. This argmnent is based on 
the premise that the words " including control of rents” w’as introduced in Entry 3 
of List I of the Seventh Schedule to the Constitution for the purpose of enlarging the 
scope of the lcgislati%'e authority of Parliament and making it -^vider than that of the 
Federal Legislatiure uiider the Government of India Act. Such an assumption 
is not neerssarily justified. It may be that the words " including the control of 
rents ” -ivcre introduced by ^ray of abundant caution or to clarify that the regulation 
of house accommodation is -wide enough to include control of rents. The addition 
may ha%'e been made so as to concentrate attention on the fact that legislation vras 
needed for control of rents in the situation that existed at the time when the Consti- 
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tution was passed by the Constituent Assembl}'. It has to be remembered tliat 
cantonments are intended to be and are, in fact, military enclaves and regulation of 
occupation of house accommodation in the cantonment areas by Parliamentaiy lavr 
is necessary fiom the point of view of security of military installations in cantonments 
and requirements of military authorities and personnel for accommodation in such 
areas. Such a purpose could only be served by ensuring that Parliament could 
legislate in respect of house accommodation in cantonment areas in all its aspects, 
including reflation of gi ant of leases, ejectment of lessees, and ensuring that the 
accommodation is available on proper terms as to rents. On an interpretation of 
the contents of the entr)' itself, therefore, we are led to the conclusion that Parliament 
was given the exclusive p>ower to legislate in respect of house accommodation in 
cantonment areas lor regulating the accommodation in all its aspects. 

In this connection, ive may refer to three decisions ivhich explain the object of 
legislation on the subject of rent control. In Proui v. HtmkT\ Scrutton, L.J.j 
d^ing with the legislation during tlie war in England, held : — 

“ Great public feeling was aroused by the exorbitant demands for rent that 
were made and the ejectments for ron-pajment of it, with the result that Parha- 
ment passed the Rent Restriction Acts with the tivo-fold object, (j) of preventing 
the rent from being raised above the pre-war standard, and (2) of preventing 
tenatsfmm being turned out of their houses even if the term for which they hsd 
originally taken them had expired.” 

In Properly Holding Company Limited v. Clarh it i\as held : — 

“ There are certain fundamental features of all the rent restriction legislation 
or at any rate of the legislation from 1920 to 1939. The two most important 
objects of policy' expressed in it are (i) to protect the tenant fiom eviction from 
the house \shere he is living, except for defined reasons and on defined conditions ; 
(2) to protect him from having to pay more than lair rent. The latter object 
is achieved by the provisiorx for standard rent ^^ith (a) only permitted increases, 
(6) the provisions about furniture and attendance, and (c) tlie provisions about 
transfers of burdens and liabilities from the landlord to the tenant w’hich -would 
undermine or nuUify the standard rent provisions. The result has been held to 
be that the Acts operate in rem upon the house and confer on the house itself the 
quality of ensuring to the tenant a status of irremoVabilitj'. In this description 
of the distinguishing characteristics conferred by statute upon the house, the 
most salient is the tenant’s security of ten-ure — bis protection against eviction ; 
although the scojre of the statutory policy about a fair rent must also be borne in 
mind, especially in cormection -with the provisions relating to furniture, attendance, 
services and board.” 

In Curl V. Angelo and another^. Lord Greene, hI.R. deahng with Rent Restrictions 
Act, held : — 

“ The Courts have bad to consider what the over-ridir.g purpose and intention 
of the Acts are, and I cannot put it in a more clear or autlioritativc way than by 
■using the words of Scrutton, L.J. in Skinnerw Gcotj^. that the object was to protect 
the person residing in a dtvelling-house from being turned out of his home. 

All these three cases clearty show’ that w’her.ever any legislation is passcti rcla^g 
to control of rents, that legislation canbe cflfective and can serve its purpose onlv if 
it also regulates eviction of tenants. Consequently’, -when in Entry 3 of List I the 
pow’er is granted to Parliament specifically to legislate on control of rents, that potscr 
cannot be effectively exercised unless it is held that Parliament also has the potser 
to regulate ev’ictioh of tenants wHo-;e rents are to be controlled. Such power must 
therefore, be necessarily read in the expression “ regulation of house acconimoda- 
fron ”. Of course, it has to be remembered that this power reserved for Parliament 
is to be exercised in respect of hou'c accommodation situated in cantonment areas 


1- LR.{I924r2KB 736. 

2. L.R.{1948)_1 K.B 630. 


3. (1948) 2 A.E.R. 189- 

4 . L.R. (1931) 2 K-B. 456, 560. 
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only and not other areas the legislative power in respect of which is governed by 
entries either in List II or in List III. 

^is view that we are taking is also borne out by the historical background 
provided by the legislation relating to cantonments and house accommodation i n 
cantonments in India. Garnduff in his book on “ Military and Cantonment Law 
in India ” has indicated how the need for legislating with the object of overcoming 
difficulties experienced by military officers in obtaining suitable accommodation 
in cantonments came tuider consideration, and has stated : 

" In the early days of the British dominion in India, the camps, stations, and 
posts of the field army gradually developed into cantonments, where troops were 
regularly garrisoned. The areas so occupied were at first set apart ex'clusively 
for the military and intended for occupation by them only ; but, by degrees, non- 
military persons were admitted, land was taken possession of by them, and houses 
were buht under conditions laid do%s’n by the Government from time to time. 
These conditions -were undoubtedly framed with the main object of rendering 
accommodation always primarily available for the military officers whose duties 
necessitated their residence svithin cantonment limits.” (p. cixii). 

He goes on to relate that a Bill which ultimately became the Cantonments 
Act, 1889, originally contained a set of provisions on the subject, insisting on the 
prior claim of military officers to occupy houses in cantonments and proposing that 
disputes as to the rent to be paid and the repairs to be executed should be refered 
to, and settled by, committees of arbitration. That part of the Bill was, however, 
omitted a.s it evoked considerable opposition and a separate measure was, conse- 
quently, taken up, but not till after many years of discussion. The new Bill was 
introduced in the Governor- General’s Coimcil in 1898, and was passed into law as 
the Cantonments (House Accommodation) ‘Act H of 190I2. The main provision 
in this Act -was that, on the Act being applied to any cantoninent, every house situated 
therein became liable to appropriation at any time for occupation by a military 
officer. It recognised the paramount claim of the military authorities to insist upon 
houses in cantonments being, where necessary, made primarily available for occu- 
pation by the military officers stationed therein. In addition, a provision was made 
in section 10 that no house in any cantonment or part of a cantonment was to be 
occupied for the purposes of a hospital, baiik, hotel, shop or school, or by a raihvay 
administration, •ivithout the previous sanction of the General Officer of the Com- 
mand, given -ndth the concurrence of the Local Government. This provision, thus 
clearly regulated the letting out of houses in a cantoiunent even for some of the 
ch-ilian purposes, such as hospital, bank, etc. The reason obwously w'as that it was 
considered inappropriate that a house occupied for such a purpose should be rclquired 
to be vacated in order to make the house available for military officers. Keeping 
the primary' object of facilitating availability of home accommodation for military 
officers in view, even private letting out was, thus, regulated at that earliest stage. 
Subsequently came the Cantonments (House-Accommodation) Act VI of 1923 
•which Avas in force Avhen the Government of India Act Avas enacted, as avcII as at the 
time Avhen the Constitution came into force. This Act aho contained similar pro- 
Arisions Avhich permitted military a.uthoritics to direct an OAmer to lease out a house 
to the Central Government, to require the existing occupier to A’acate the house and 
to refrain from letting out any home for pmposes of a hospital, school, school hostel, 
bank, hotel, or shop, or by a raiheay administration, a company or firm cnga.ged in 
trade or business or a club, Adthout the predous sanction of the Officer Command- 
ing the District giA-cn Asith the concmrcncc of the Commissioner or, in a Province 
Avhcrc there arc no Commissioners, of the Collector. Tliis Act also, thus, interfered 
Avdth and regulated letting out of house accommodation by OAvners for civilian ptu- 
poses even though, at the time of letting, the house as’t.s not required for any military 
purpose. It Avas in the background of this Icgislatwe history that proAusion Avas 
made in the GoA'cmmcnt of India Act in Entry 2 of List I of the Seventh Schedule 
rcscTA'ing for the Federal Legislature the poAver to legislate so as to regulate house 
accommodation in cantonment areas, and the same poAver As-ith fmther clajifica- 
tion Avas rescrA-cd for Parliament in Entry 3 of List I of the ScA'cnth Schedule to the 
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Constitution. Obviously, it could not be intended that Parliament should not be 
able to pass a law containing provisions similar to the provisions in these earUer Acts 
which did interfere wth ■private letting out of house accommodation in cantoiiment 
areas by owners for certain purposes. 

Auother a.spcct that strengthens our view is that if we were to accept the inter- 
pretation sought to be put on behalf of the appellant that the power of Parliament 
is confined to legislation for the purpose of obtaining house accommodation in can- 
tonment areas for military’’ purposes and excludes legislation in respect ofhouse 
accommodation not immediately required for military purposes, all that Parliament, 
■tviU be able to do will be to ma.ke provision for acquisition or requisition of house 
accommodation. On the house accommodation being acquired or requisitioned, 
it will be available for use by military authorities. Such poiver, ob'vdously, could 
not be intended to be conferred by Entry 3 'in List I ■when the same power is specifi- 
cally granted concurrently to both Parliament and the State Legislatures under 
Entty 42 of List III of the Sev'enth Schedule to the Constitution. 

On behalf of the appellant, reliance was placed on some decisions of some of 
the High Courts in support of the proposition that the power of Parliament under 
Entry 3 of List I does not extend to regulating the rela,tionship between landlord 
and tenant ■which power vests in the State Legislature under Entry 18 of List II. 
The first of these cases is A. G. Patel v. Vishwanath Chada'^ where the Bombay High 
Court was dealing with Entry a of List I of the Seventh Schedule to the Government 
of India Act, 1935 and Entr}’- 21 of List II of that Act. The Court was concerned 
with the applicabi'ity of the Bombay Rent Restriction Act No. L'VII of 1947 to 
cantonment areas. Opinion tva.s first expressed that the Rent Restriction Act had 
been passed by the P 'ovincial Legislature under Entry 21 of List II and refiance 
was placed on the English interpretation Act to hold that land in that entry would 
include bui’ dings so as to confer jurisdiction on the Provincial Legislature to legis- 
late in respect of house accommodation. Then, in considering the effect of Act 
LVII of 1947, the Court said : — 

"As the preamb’e of the Act -sets out, the Act was passed ivith a -viesv to the 
contro’ of rents and ’■epairs of certain premises, of rates ofhotels and lodging house 
and of evictions. ' Therefore,'. th'e^pitK and substance of Act L'VII of 1947 is to 
. Tegulate the relation between landlord and tenant by contro’ling rents which the 
tenant has got to pay to the landlord and by controlling the right of the landlord 
to evict his tenant. Can it be said that when tJie Prowncial Legislature was deal- 
ing with these relations betiveen_ landlord .and tenant, it was regulating house 
accommodation in cantonment areas ? In 'our opinion, the regulation contemplat 
ed by Entry 2 in List I is regulation by the State or by Government. Requisition- 
ing of property, acquiring of property, afiocation of property, all that ■^\•ou’d be 
regulation ofhouse accommodation, but when the Legislature merely deals svith 
delations of landlord and tenant, it is not in any svay legislating with regard to 
house accommodation. The house accommoda.tion remains the same, but the 
tenant is protected qua his landlord.” 

We have felt considerable doubt whether the posver of legislating on relationship 
between land'ord and tenant in respect ofhouse accommodation or buildings ■\vou’d 
appropriate’y fall in Entry 21 of List II of the Seventh Schedule to the Government 
of India Act, or in the corresponding Entry 18 of List II of the Seventh Schedule to 
the Constitution. These Entries permit legislation in respect of land and explain 
the scope by equating it with rights in or over land, land tcniu"®, including, 
the relation of landlord and tenant, and the cofiection of rents. _ It is to be noted 
that the relation ofland’ord a.nd tena,nt is mentioned as being included in land 
tenures and the expression “ land tenures ” would not, in our opinion, appropriately 
cover tenancy of buildings or of house accommodation. That cxpr<^sion is only 
■used with reference- to relationship between landlord and tenant in respect of 
vacant lands. In fact, leases in respect of non-agricultural property are dealt withr 
m the Transfer of Property Act and would much more appropriately fall ufithin the 
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scope of Entry' 8 of List III in the Seventh Schedule to the Government of India Act 
read with Entry lo in the same List, or within the scope of Entry 6 of List III in the 
Seventh Schedule to the Constitution read with Entry 7 in the same List. Leases 
and all rights governed by leases, including the termination of leases and eviction 
from property leased, would be covered by the field of transfer of property and 
contracts relating thereto. However, it is not necessary for us to express any defimte 
opinion in tbiq case on this point because of our viesv that the relationship of landlord 
and tenant in respect of house accommodation situated in cantonment ^eas is 
clearly covered by the Entries in List I. In the Constitution, the efiect of Entry 3 
of List I is tha.t Parliament has exclusive power to make la.ws "with respect to the 
matters contained in that Entry, notwithstanding the fact tha.t a sinnlai^ow er niay 
also be found in any Entry in List II or List HI. Article 246 of the Gbnstitution 
confers exclusive power on Parliament to maie la.ws with respect to any o .e 
matters entimerated in List I, notwithstanding the concurrent pow er of Par lamen 
and the State Legislature, or the exclusive power of the State Legislature in ists 
and n respectively. The general power of legislating in respect of relationship 
between landlord and tenant exercisable by a State Legislature either under Entry' 
of List n or Entries 6 and 7 of List III is subject to the overriding pow^ ol Parlm- 
nient in respect of matters in. List I, so that the effect of Ent^ 3 ^ ^ 

the subject of relationship between landlord and tenant insof^ as it anses in ^^sp 
of house accommodation situated in cantonment areas, Parli^ent a one can 
late and not the State Legislatures. The submission made that this mtei^retohon 
will lead to a conflict betiveen the powers conferred on the various ^ogislatu k n 
Lists I, II and III has also no force, because the r^eA'ation of pmver for Pfrlmm^ 
for the limited purposes of legislating in respect of cantonmen are ” ^ r-n-pj 
to exclusion of this part of the legislative confined 

On State Legislatures in the other two Lists. Thfr Hnd The 

Only to legislation in respect of house_ accommodation m j-Jj. jocal 

same Entry gives Parliament jurisdiction to make provision b . r peneral 
self-goveSmSit in cantonment areas which is cleariy a 
pow'er of the State Legislatures to make pension for loca -c 

areas of the State under Entry 5 of List II. That entry 5 does be 

cantonment areas and, but for Entry' 3 of List I, the S;ate Le^ toe vouid^e 
competent to make provision for local goVOTment _e\cn m education, 

Similarly, power of the State Legislature to legislate m o . ( ) 

including universities, under Entry ii of List II is made m je , - of mines 

Entries Is, 64, 65 and 60 of List I and En ^-5 of ’ iglc tot pro to 

and mineral development in Entry 23 of l^t II is ma pn_<Toi of the Union ; 
of List I with respect to regulation and development un er • 5 of Entries 7 

(iiil industries in Entiv' 24 of List II is made subject to the P^' ^ons of Lnm« y 
and 52 of List I; (rv) trade and commerce within the State 

made subject to the provisions of Entry 33 of ^st III , ( ) P , provisions of 
distribution of goods under Entry' 27 of List II i 5 made subject to tlm P™^^^ ^ 

Entry 33 of Lfrt III ; and (Vi) theatres and i ¥hus 

Entry 33 of List II is made subject to the j Lkfll in which the power 

the Constitution itself has specificaUy put nroi'isions of entries in either 

IS expressed in general terms but is made subject to P holding that the 

List I or List III. In these circumstances, no anomaly including 

exclusive power of Parliament for f^f^akine the legislative powers 

control of rents in cantonment areas has the effert of "'^j^^his vi^', we 

conferred by Lists II and III subject to this power of . . PaleVs case\ 

are_ unable to affirm the decision of the Bombay Hg Sevmth Schedule 

lo\?^mmfoVSlto p tomd Hwx t^-^^ 


1 . liJl. (1954) Bom. 434. 
S C J— ^ 


2- LL-R- (1954) Bom- 544. 
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the same interpretation on Entr}' 3 of List I of the Seventh Schedule to the Consti- 
tution. That decision ^vas also based on the same interpretation of the scope of 
regulation of house accommodation as was accepted by that Court in the earlier 
case. 

The Nagpur High Court in Kewalchand v. Dashrathlal'^ proceeded on the assump- 
tion that tlie decision in the case oT A. C. Palel V. Vishwanatk Chada- correctly defined 
the scope of Entry 2 in List I of the Seventh Schedule to the Government of India 
Act, and considered tlie narrow question whetlier the relationship of landlord and 
tenant specifically mentioned in Entry 21 in List II of that Act which covered the 
requirement of permission to serve a notice for eviction in regulating the relation of 
landlord and tenant and fell within the scope of Entry 21 in List II or in Entry 2 in 
List I of that Act. The Court held that it substantially fell in Entry 21 in List II 
and not in Entr}"^ 2 in List I. That Court did not consider it necessary to express 
any opinion on tlie question whether the expression regulating of house accorrrao- 
dation ” included something besides what Chagla, C.J., had said was its ambit m 
the case of A, C. Patel v. Vishwanalh Chador-, but expressed the opinion that the e^ 
pression could not be stretched to include tlie aspect of the relation of landlord and 
tenant involved in that particular case. It is clear that, in that case^also, a narrow 
interpretation of the eiqiression ‘‘ regulation of house accommodation ” was accepted 
because it appears that there ivas no detailed discussion of the lull scope of mat 
expression. Similar is the decision of the Patna High Court in Babu Jagatanand v. 
Sri Satyanarayanji and Laltshmiji Through the Shebait and Manager Jamuna Das\ 
this last case merely folloived the decision of the Bombay High Court in the case ot 
F. E. Darukhanawalla V. Khsmehand LalchandK On the other hand, the Raj^than 
High Court in jYawal Mai v. Naihu LaP held that the power of foe Smte Le^slatare 
to legislate in respect of landlord and tenant of buildings is to be found in > 1 

and 13 of List III of foe Seventh Schedule to the Constitution and not in -bri^ 10 
of List II, and that that poiver ivas circumscribed by the e^cli^ve 
ment to legislate on foe same subject under Entry 3 of List I. That is also 
which the Calcutta High Court has taken in the judgment in appeal belore 
We think that foe decision given by foe Calcutta High Court is correct and must be 
upheld. 

The appeal fails and is dismissed udth costs payable to plaintilTR^pondcnt only. 


S.V.J. 


Appeal dismissed. 
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^ , . . Respondents. 

Its ’workmen . . rvrrr r 

Constitution of India Article 136 and Industrial Disputes Act (A/I of ^ 9 ^ 1 ) 

sZ based upon several other circumstances also— Interference with the finding oj 

Tribunal, not justified. ... , r 

Industrial Disputes Act {XW of 1947), gratuity Scheme— Normal ^ 

is related to basic wage— Departure from the normal rule, when can be made. 

In reding upon newspaper reports foe Tribunal may have e^efojut^ foe 
conclusion offoe Tribunal is founded upon a revieis o conclusion that the 

The Tribunal has on appreciation of cvidrace come f j’\®?°^fTribunal is go- 
financial position of the Company was sound 5 ® • anneal with Special 

verned by foe strict r ules prescribed by Evidence Act, sittmg pp 

3. (1961) I LR- 40 Pat. 625. 

4. I.LR. (1954) Bom 544. 

5. (1961) IL.R. 11 Raj- 421. 
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Leave this Court will not be justified in interfering with the finding of the Tribunal 
even if it be open to the criticism that a part of the evidence relied upon is not in 
law relevant. 

On facts gratuity payable to a workman on termination of employment is to be 
computed on the total ■svage packet of the workman including dearness allowance 
which he has last drawn. This order makes a departure from the normal rule 
which is adopted in industrial awards. A departure may ^ made from the 
normal rule, if there be some strong evidence or precedent in the industry, or 
conduct of the employer or other Exceptional circumstances to justify that course. 
In the absence of such evidence, the gratuity should be related to the basic ■wage 
and not to the consolidated w'age-packet. In the pr^ent ca^ it is fimnd mat e 
financial position of the company is sound but there is no evidence that me com- 
pany is ‘ making abnormally high profits ’ nor is there any* evidence that nr its 
sister concerns or in other engineering concerns in the region there is a 
of aivarding gratuity related to consolidated wages. On facts held, ivages 
in the scheme shall mf^-n basic salary* or emoluments excluding dearness owance 
and other allowances and benefits payable to the ■workman. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Award, 

February, rg66 of the Additional Industrial Tribunal, Delhi m Industrial Dispute 

No. log of 1965. 

H. R. Gokhak, Senior Advocate (M/r. G. L. Sanghi and K. P. Gupta, Advocates. 
Viith him), for the Appellant. 

Mrs. Urmila Kapur and Miss Bhajcn Ramrakhiam, Advocates, for the Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court w^as delivered by ^ _ rn* u,* 

Shah, J.—Bv order dated 24th February*, 1965 tke 
referred for adjudication, industrial disputes beUveen the Jatuity 

Its -^vorkmen relating to dearness aUmvance and introduc framed the foUow- 

forthebenefitofthlworkmen. The Industrial Tribunal, Delhi framed the foliou 

ing “ gratuity scheme ” : 

One month’s wages for each y^_ of service 
or part thereof in excess of six monto 
subject to a maximum of 15 months 
wages. In case of death of employ*^ 
the gratuity shall be payable to lus 
nominee or if there is no nominee to his 
legal heirs. 

ic; days wages for each year of service or 

th«or in of si* monto 

subject to a maximum of 15 months 
wages. 

It;' days wages for each year of service or 
part thereof in excess of six mon^ 
subject to a maximum of 15 months 


(i) On death or retirement on 
attaining the age of super- 
armuation or on becoming 
mentally or phy’sically unfit. - 
for further service. 


(2) On termination after five years’ 

service for any cause whatso- 
ever except by' way of re- 
trenchment or resignation. 

(3) On resignation after 10 years of 

service. 

wages. 

Provided that if termination ^ ^^^^^Pte^froi^the^atuity payable. 

to the company, tl.e the total pay paSet of the ivork- 

Tnc word wages in this Scheme shall mean m p 1 u 

33 ian includir:^ dearness %vhich he vtbs last - j - r 

mu -n 1 J,- ^ A “all workmen who were appointed in ipbo 

The Tnbunal also duectcd ^kat aU ^ 

or caiher should get dearness aUowance at R ^ 3 J ^ P 

^^nsumer Price Index base ^96o consumer 

bo found on. and ho 
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shaU be given Rs. 3 as dearness for 4 ver>- ten point rise in cost of constunei Price 
Index b^e i960 above it nith effect from ist January, 1965 or such later date on 
which the hinit of 10 point rise in cost of Ckmsumer Price Index base is crossed”. 
The Tribunal also directed that dearness allowance irilJ not be enhanced till the 
JiniiC of ten. points be ^ crossed ^^3 and that dearness allowance once granted "wdll 
not be reduced till the Consumer Price Index falls by more than lo points. The 
Company has appealed to this Court with Special Leave. 

view of the Tribunal, the financial position of the company “ is very 
sound ” and that it has ” financial capacity and stability to bear the additional 
burden of dearness allowance and of the gratuity scheme.” In reaching that con- 
clusion the Tribunal relied upon a news item published in the newspapers that 
2000 Russian Tractors were being immediately imported by the company even 
though the agency of tlie Company was being terminated. In rel^dng upon news- 
paper reports the Tribunal may have erred. But the conclusion of the Tribunal is 
founded upon a review of several other circumstances. It is true that one of the 
primary lines of business of the company was of selh’ng tractors as agents of Russian 
manufacturers. That agency was in danger of being terminated because the 
State Trading Corporation had arranged to take dv'er the agency% But the balance 
sheets of the company show that the agency was only one of the many lines of 
business and the closure of the agency of the tractor manufacturers uns not likely 
to affect the financial structure of the Company seriously. The Tribunal has on 
appreciation of evidence come to the conclusion that the financial position of the 
company' teas sound and assuming that the Tribunal is governed by the strict rules 
prescribed by the Evidence Act, sitting in appeal -with Special Leave u'e t\’ill not be 
justified in interfering irith the finding of Ae Tribunal even if it be open to the 
criticism that a part of the evidence relied upon is not in law relevant. 

The Company had on its roll 244 workmen out of ivhom 118 entered employ- 
ment after i960. The Company has been paynng to its ivorkmen -^vages consisting 
of tivo components — ^ba^ic wages and 50 per cent, of the basic svages as dearness 
allois'ance. Payment of wages is made in this form to all svorkmen whether their 
employment commenced before the year i960 or thereafter. It is true that before 
i960 the company used to make a consofidated payment without specifying any' 
amount of basic salary' 01 dearness allowance. Since 1960 in every appointment 
letter it was expressly recited that the employee ■will get a consolidated salary con- 
sisting of zjgrd of the consolidated salary as basic -wages and the balance as dearness 
alloivance. The company' has produced before the Tribunal 118 such letters of 
appointment in respect of all employees employed after the y'ear i960. In respect 
of the employees appointed prior to the year i960 in the salary' register basic salary 
and dearness allowance ^^'as separately' entei ed though at the time of appointment 
of employ'ees there ^vas no allocation as basic wages and dearness allowance. 

There is no dispute that since the year 1960 there has been a rise in the cost of 
living. The Consumer Price Index for Industrial "Workers -^vhich ivas 100 in i960, 
had risen to more than 130 in 1965. The management of the company granted 
dearness alloivance to employees in other concerns under its management even though 
those other concerns -were not financially 'V'ery sound. No serious argument has been 
advanced before us that the rise in dearness alloivance is not justified. The only' 
ground of complaint is that by’ relating the dearness allowance to the total ■wage 
packet the workmen are given a rise both in the dearness allowance and tlie basic 
wage. 

The Tribunal has awarded dearness allowance at the flat rate of Rs. 3 iot cV<^ 

10 point rise in the cost of Consumer Price Index. The lise is not related to the 
quantum of basic wage or consolidated wage. It is a flat uniform^ rate applicable 
to every ■workman. The Tribunal was of the vieiv that the allocation between the 
basic wage and the dearness allowance was “ not fair ”, but for the purpose of the 
present reference, the question is academic because dearness allowance is not 1 elated 
to the quantum of salary' that the workmen receive. The argument that the rise 
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will operate to give to the Ivbrkmeh. besides the additional dearness aUo^vance, a 
percentage increase in dearness allow'ance alreadv paid as part of the consolidated 
^rage cannot be accepted. We do not therefore see any reason to interfere with the 
order passed by the Tribunal with regard to the dearness aUo^vance at the rate 
of Rs. 3 for every lo point rise in the Consumer Price Index.” 

Gratuity' payable to a workman on termination of employment is to be com- 
puted on the total wage packet of the workman including dearness aUo^s'ance 
^vhich he has last dra^s-n. This order makes a departure from the normal rule 
which is adopted in industrial awards. In M[s. British Paints {India) Ltd. V. Its 
Worhmen\ this Court ^vhile introducing a grautity scheme for the first tme in the 
concern directed that the amount of gratmty shall be related to the basic rs’age or 
salary' and not to the consolidated 'wage including dearness allowance. A smular 
order was made in May and Baker {India) Ltd. v. Their Workmen^ It is_ true that in 
British Indian Corporation v. The Workmen^, an aw'ard made by the Tribunal fixing 
the quantum of gratuity on gross salary i.e., basic wage plus dearness allowance 
was upehld by this Court. The Court affirmed that the usual pattern in fixing the 
gratuity is to relate it to the basic wage, but refused to interfere with the order 
because the practice in that concern was to fix gratuity on the consolidated wage. 

Similarly, in Hindustan Antibiotics Ltd. V. Their Workmen^ the Tribunal ^ected 
the employer to pay gratuity at the rate of one half of ivages for each month includ- 
ing dearness alloivance but excluding house rent and all other allowances for each 
completed year of service subject to a max imum of wages for ten months. In 
rejecting the claim of the employers for relating gratuity to the basic ivage, this 
Court observed : 

“ If the indusm- is a flourishing one, we do not s^ any reason why ffie labour 
shall not have the benefit of both the schemes i.e., the employees provident fund 
and the gratuiw scheme. Gratuit}' is an addition^ form of rehef for the work- 
men to fall back upon. If the industry can bear the burden, ffiere is no reason 
why he shall not be entitled to both the retirement benefit. The Tribunal con- 
sidered aU the relevant circumstances : the stabihty of the concern, the profits 
made by it in the past, its future prospects and its capacity and came_ to the con- 
clusion that, in the concern in question, the labour should be provided wuth a 
fatuity scheme in addition to that of a provident fund scheme. There w'as no 
justification to disturb this conclusion.’ 


^ In The Remington Rand of India Ltd.x. The Work-men^, this Court defined to int^- 
fere idth the order of the Tribunal awarding gratuity ^ted to the consolidated 
wage including dearness aUowance ‘- in view of the floumlung nature of the 
concern, the enormous profits it ivas making, the reserves it had built up as ako in 
Vieiv of the fact that it pacing gratuity to executives on ffie tois of CMSohdated 
irages.” In The Delhi Cloth & General Mills Co., Ltd. v. The Ti orkmm and > 
ffiis Court had to consider whether ^tuity payable to wor^eii in the t^ffie 
industry in ffie Delhi region should be related to ffie consohdated ^ age. AftCT 
referring to ffie decisions ivhich were brought to ffie notice of ffie Court, it ivas 
observed that : 

" It is not eas%- to extract any principle from these cases : as precedents they 

arc conflicting .* The Tribunal has failed to take into account the 

prevailing pattern in the textile industry aU over ffie country ••••■• • is 

a country-side industry : and in that industry, ex^pt m one c^e to presently 
noticed, gratuity has never been granted on the basis of consoh dated uages. 

g = ® ‘'TVimfsh. 681 . 

3. 0965) 10 F L R 244 decided on 27th 

4- (1967) 1 L.LJ. 114 : (1967) 1 S.C.R- 652: September, 1968. 
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Court after referring to the schemes framed in respect of the industries in 
Bombay and Ahmedabad and ofter industries concluded that “determination of 
gratuity is not based on any definite rules. In each case it must depend upon the 
prosperity of the concern, needs of the workmen and the prevailing economic condi- 
tions e^mined in the light of the auxiliary benefits rvhich the workman may get on 
determination of employment.” 

There is no clear evidence on the record, and no precedents have been brought 
to our notice, to justify a departure from die normal rule that the quantum of 
gratuity is related not to the consolidated wage packet but to the basic \s'age. A 
departure may be made from tlie normal rule, if there be some strong evidence or 
precedent in die industry, or conduct of the employer or other exceptional circum- 
stances to justify diat course. In the absence of such evidence, we are of the view 
that gratuity should be related to the basic wage and not to the consolidated wage 
packet. In the present case it is found that the financial position of the Company 
is sound but there is no evidence that the company is “making abnormally high 
profits” nor is diere any evidence diat in its sister concerns or in other engineering 
concerns in the region there is a practice of awarding gratuity related to consolidated 
wages. 

It ivas urged on behalf of the company that even though the workmen had, 
in the claim made by tiiem, demanded a scheme of gratuity benefit at the rate of 
15 days ivages for each year of service in case of death or retirement on attaining 
the age of superannuation or on becoming mentally or physically unfit for fiirther 
service, the Tribunal had awarded gratuity at the rate of one month’s wages for 
each year of service subject to a maximum of 15 months’ wages. But the claim was 
made on the footing that the ivages were to include dearness allowance. \Yhen that 
claim is not accepted, we cannot hold the workmen bound by the multipliers. 

We make no modification in clause (i) of the scheme. We modify the scheme 
in so far as it relates to the dearness allowance and direct that for the last sentence 
of the gratuity scheme the foUoiving shall be substituted : 

“ The word ‘ ivages ’ in the scheme shall mean basic salary or emoluments 
excluding dearness allou-ance and other allo^vances and benefits payable to the 
workman which he had last drawn.” 

Subject to the above modification, the appeal fails and is dismissed. Tlierc 
mil be no order as to costs in the appeal. 

S.V.J. AwarJ modiped ; 

appeal olhavnse dismissed, 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Prbsent : — J,' C, ShaSi, Acting Chief Jasiice, V. RAMASWAin axd 
A. N. Groover, JJ. 

M/s. Hindustan Steel Ltd. (In all the Appeals) . . Apjiellanl * 

ai 

The State of Orissa (In all the Appeals) . - Respondent. 

Orissa Sales Tax Act {XIV of 1947), section 2 (g), 91 (i) and 25 (i) (a) — Sale— Failure 

to register as dealer — Leoj> of Penalty — Justification for. 

The Company supplied building materiak to the Contractor at agreed ratK. 
There -was concurrence of the four elements which constituted a sale (i) the 
parties were competent to contract ; (2) they had mutually assented to the terms 
of contract : (3) absolute property in building materiak was a.grccd to be trans- 
ferred to the contractors ; and (4) piice svas agreed to be adjusted against the 
dues tmder the contract. 

Under the Act penalty may' be imposed for failure to rt^isto as a dealer. 
(Section 9 (i) read with section 25 (i))(<t) of the Act. But the Iia.bility to pay 


* C.A. Nos. 883 to 892 of 1966. 


4th August, 1969. 
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penalty does not arise merely upon proof of default in registering as a dealer. 
An order imposing penalty for failure to carry out a statutory obligation is the 
result of a quasi-criminal proceeding, and penalty wdll not ordinarily be imposed 
unless the party obliged either acted deliberately in defiance of larv or was guilty 
of conduct contumacious or dishonest, or acted in conscious disregard of its 
obligation. Penalty wall not also be imposed merely because it is lawful to do 
so. "Whether penalty should be imposed forfailru'e to perform a statutory obli- 
gations is a matter of discretion of the authority to be exercised judicially and on a 
consideration of all the relevant circumstances. Even if a minimuln penalty is 
prescribed the authority competent to impose the penalty will be justified in 
refusing to impose penalty, -when there is a technical or venial breach of the provi- 
sions of the Act or where the breach flows from a bona fide belief that the offender 
is not liable to act in the manner prescribed by the statutes . Those in charge 
4 e affairs af the Company in failing to register the Company as a dealer acted 
in the honest and genuine belief that the Compp.ny "was not a dealer. Granting 
that they erred, no case for imposing penalty ■ivas made out. 

A person to be a dea.ler ■w'ithin the meaning of the Act must carry on the busi- 
ness of selling or supplying goods in Orissa. If the company agreed to charge 
2fixed percentage above the cost price, for storage, insurance and rental charges, 
it may be reasonably inferred that the company did not carry on busm^s of 
supplying materials as a part of business activity ■with a ■view to making profit. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated Ae 3rd Decem- 

1964 of the Orissa High Court in Special Jurisdiction Cases ]\os. 44 to 53 
of 1963. 

G. K. Daphtary, Senior Advocate ( 2 )« N Makherjee, Advocate, wth him), for 
die Appellant (In aU. the Appeak). 

D. Xarasarajti, Senior Advocate {R Sachtbey, Advocate, %vith him), for the 
Respondent (In all the Appeals). 


The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, Acting G.J.-MIs. Hindustan Steel Ltd., a Compmy mcotyora- 
ted under the Indian Com^nies Act, 1913 is a Government of India underte^g 
m the public sector. The Company is registered a d^-ler under the Orissa 
Sales Tax Act XIV of 1947, from the last quarter endmg March, 1959. 

BeUveen 1954 and 1959 Company was erecting factory buildings the sted 
plant, residential buUdings for its einployees and ancillary 

■'vater supply, drainage Some constructions were done departomtally and the 
r^t through contractors. The Company supplied to the contractor for use m 
constructim, bricks, coal, cement, st^ etc, for considemtion and adjusted the 
value of the goods supplied at the rates specified m the tender. 

In proceedings for assessment of tax under the Orissa 
Sales Tax Officer held that the Company was a dealer m buildup materials, and 
had sold the material to contractors md was on that account liable to pay tox at 

appropriate rates under the Orissa Sales Tax- Act The Sal« Tnx OfficCT 
directed the Company to pay tax due for ten quarters mdmg 31st DecembCT, 1958, 
and penaltv in addition to the tax for faUurc to legister itse.f |.s a d^lcr The 
AppeJate Assistant Commissioner confi.med the 

^ second appeal the Tribunal agreed wath the tax authonUes <.nd held that ffie 
Company was liable to pav tax on its turnover from bnek, cenmnt and st^l supp 
to the contractors. The*Tribunal however substanUally reduced die penalty 
imposed upon the Company. 

At the instance of the Company the Tnbtmal referr^ sm q^esdom to ffie 
High Court of Orissa under secdon 24 (i) of the Onssa Sales Tax Act, 194/. The 
questions were : 
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J^^ctlier in the facts and circumstance of the case Mesrs. Hindustan 
Meet Ltd., can be held to be a ‘dealer ’ svithin the meaning of section 2 (c) of the 
Orissa Sale Tax Act ? ' 

. ^^^cthCT tlie sale of matmals by the Company to difierent contractors 
^vorkmg for the company for schich sale tax is sought to be assesed amoimts to 
sale \s’itlim the meaning of section 2 {g) of the Act ? 

G. ^\Tiether the accrual of some pro6t in the absence of any motiv'e to make 
such profit can make tlie assesee a ‘ dealer ’ imder the Act and whether in the 
curcumstance of the case, theTribimal was justified in coining to a finding tliat 
there svas profit making motive oh the part of the Company ? 

D. Whether in view of the definition contained in section 2, clause (h) as it 
stood prior to the amendment of the provisions by Act XVIII of 1959, the supplies 
of materials can be treated as ‘ sale price ’ in the hands of the assessee ? 

E. 'WTaether in the facts and circumstances of the case, the amoimt received 
by the assessee in respect of tend er forms can be said .to be “ sale price ” ? 

F. ■\VTiether the Tribunal is right in holding that penalties under section 12 
(5) of the Act had been rightly levied and whetler in view of the serious dispute 
of liability it cannot be said that there was sufficient cause for not apphnnsr for 
registration ? ” 

The High Court answer^ the questions A, B, C, D and F in the affirmative and 
question E in the negative. 

In tliese appeals filed trith Special Leave substantially three matteis fall to 
be determined ; 

1. "Wfiiether tlie Company sold building material to the contractors during 
the quarters in question ? 

2. '\\Tietlier the Company ivas a dealer in respect of building materials within 
the meaning of tlie Orissa Sales Tax Act?? 

3. Whether imposition of penalties for failure to register as a dealer tvas 
justified ? 

Solution of the first and third matters does not present much difficulty. At the 
relevant time ‘ sale ’ ivas defined by section 2 (g) of the Orissa Sales Tax Act as 
follow : — 

“ ‘ Sale ’ means, iritfa all its grammatical \'ariati6ns and cognate expressions 
any transfer of property in goods for cash or deferred payment or other ■v’alua- 
tion consideration, including a transfer of property in goods involyed.in the exe- 
cution, of contract, but does not.include a mortgage, hj-pothecation, charge or 
pledge : 

# i>i * * ■ % ■ % 

The Company supplied buUding niatcrial to the contractors at agreed rat«. 
■There was concurrence of the four elements which constitute a sale (i) the parties 
were competent to contract ; (2) they had mutually assented to the tenns of con- 
tract ; (3) absolute properts’ in building materials wss agreed to be transferred to 
the contractors ; and (4) price was agreed to be adjusted against the dues imdcr 
the contract. No serious argument was advanced before us that the supp.y of 
building material belonging to the Company for an agreed price did not constitute 
a sale. ■ ■ 

Under the Act penalty may be imposed for failure to renter as a dealer : 
section 9 (i) read wth section 25 (t) (a) of the Act. But the liability to paypenrdtj' 
does not arise merely upon proof of default in registering as a dealer. An order 
imposing penalty for failiue to carry out a statutory obligation is the result of ^ 
quasi-criminal proceeding, and penalty will not ordinarily be impt^cd unless the 
party obliged either acted deliberately in defiance of law or was guilty of conduct 
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under section 61 — Reference to IndustrialTribunal by the Government — Validity 
of . . . . . . .... 295 

Andhra Pradesh Co-operative Societies Act (VTI of 1964), and Industrial Disputes 
Act (XIV of 1947) — Sendee conditions subject matter of bye-laws — Bye-laws, 
whether law or have the force of law — Scope of Bye-laws — Competency of Indus- 
trial Tribunal to alter or vary, bye-law in granting relief .. .. 295 

Arbitration Act (X of 1940), sections 2 (c), 20, 31 (4) and 34 — ^Agreement containing 
arbitration clause — Suit by one of the parties, ignoring arbitration clause, other 
party filing application under section 34 for stay of suit — Pending that suit — 

Application by other party under section 20 in a different Court — Maintain- 
ability of — ^\Vhether application under section34 is an application in a reference 


within the meaning of section 31 (4) .. .. .. 278 

Bengal Wakf Act (XIII of 1934), section 70 (I) and (4)— Scope of— Notice to Com- 
missioner, if necessary even where the Commissioner is a party to the suit — Appli- 
cation for declaring a decree void — Limitation for — Computation — Notice — 

What amounts to . . _ - • • • • 357 

Bequest — ^Fund to be utilised in equal moieties for two purposes — Failure of one pur- 
pose if will result in a moiety of the amount devised falling into the residue . . 132 

Bihar Land Reforms Act (XXX of 19501, sections 2, 3, 4, 6_and 14-7Scope — Estate 
subject to mortgage vesting in the State — No suit to lie in any civil Court for 
the recovery of any money due from the proprietor (of the Estate) or tenure 
holder — Mortgage decree, if has become unexecutable •• . •• 101 

Bombay Land Revenue Code (V of 1879), sections 65 and 21 1' — ^Interpretation — Order 
of the Collector — ^Revisional powers — ^Exercise of — No stipulation of time — 
Commissioner to exercise his powers within reasonable time . . 251 

Bombay Municipal Corporation Act (III of 1888), sections 146, 147, 154, 155 and 156 — 
Interpretation — ^Property tax — Levy of — Lease of the land — Lessee building upon 
the land — Composite assessment of tax upon the land and building taken toge- 
ther — Primary liability on the lessor of the land if warranted under section 
146 (2) (a) .. .. .. .. 77 

Bombay Principal Boroughs Act (XVIII of 1925), scction73-;;-Gujarat Municipaliliw 
Act (XXXIV of 1964), section 99 and Gujarat Imposition of Taxes by Munici- 
palities (Validation) Act (II of 1964), section 3 — ^\'alidati_on of assessments made 
by Municipalities on the capital value of lands and buildings — Scope and effect 
— ^Powor of Municipality to lesT a tax on lands and buildings . . . . 288 

Bombay Public Trusts Act (XXIX of 1950), section 2 (IS)— -Scope — “Trustee” — 

Definition of — ^The manager of the Sansthan(idol), if falls within the definition of 
“trustee” .. .. , .. .. .. 331 


Bombay Rents, Hotel and Lodging House Rates Control Act (LVII of 1947), section 
49 and_ rule 5— ^Presidency Small Cause Courts Act (XV of 1882), section 53 — 
Ahmedabad City Courts Act, 1961 — ^Whcthcrrule5«//r(7n>rx the State Govern- 
ment — ^Jurisdiction of Court of Small Causes, Ahmedabad to issue distress 
warrants pending application for determination of standard rent under section 1 1 
— ^Whether municipal taxes and electricity charges constitute rent recoverable by 
issue of distress warrant 
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Bombay Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (Vidarbha Region) Act, (XCK of 1958), 
sections 2 (12) and 2 (22)~Scope— “ To cultivate personally,” meaning of—ldol, 
ifiscapableofcultivatingtheland personally .. 

Calcutta High Court Rules— Two suits, one of which is a partition suit, referred to the 
sole arbitration after Presiding Judge, extra cursum ci/r/of— Presiding Judge 
passing a preliminary decree — \STiether such on order is an order of an arbitrator 
or decree by a Court— Registrar on the original side whether can be restrained from 
keeping the Judgment on the record of the suit. . 

Calicut City Municipal Act (XXX of 1961), Proviso to section 126 (1) — ^Interpretation 
— Lesy of tax on timber on entrj’— No tax on timber brought into the city in the 
course of transit to any place outside the city and directly removed out of the city 
by rail, road or water — ^Proviso, if exempts from taxation timber brought into the 
city in the course of transit even when not directly removed out of the city by rail, 
road or water . . 

Cantonment Act (II of 1924), sections 185 (I) and 187(1) — ^Relative scope and appli- 
cability 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 20, rules 1 to 8 and Order 49, rule 3 — Scope 
— Chartered High Court not obliged to record a Judgment strictly according to 
Order 20, rules 4 and 5 — Order 49, rule 3 how far applies to the trial of suits by 
Chartered High Courts — Judicial determination to be supported by reasons duly 
recorded 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 21, rule 2. . 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 34 — Mortgage decree — Mortgagor deposit- 
ing more into Court without specifying of that it is towards principal — Mortgagee 
not informed about nature of deposit — Normal ruleis that the amount should fiist 
be applied towards interest and costs — Mortgagor to plead and prove agreement 
to the contrary . . . - _ 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 41, rule4 — Object of — One of the parties 
to a suit filing an appeal — ^If can be given relief on grounds common to him and 
tootherpartieswhoarenotpartiesintheappeal _ 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 41, rule 33-^cope — Pujari— Removal from 
the temple and its properties — ^Diety not a public trust — Court, if could frame a 
scheme for management of the temple and its properties 
Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 11— Jles judicata— Consent decree does not 
operate as res j'udkata 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 11— Res judicata— Viea, when can be said 
to be barred— Order 9, rule 9, Civil Procedure Code • • • • 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 80— Obj^t of— Notice issued by Karta of 
undivided joint family — Disruption, of the family subsequent to notice— Suit by 
all divided members — Cause of action mentioned and relief claimed in the notiM 
same has in the plaint — ^Notice given by karta sufficient to sustain suit brought 
by divided coparceners . . • • r‘ ‘ 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 115 — Scope of — Case — Meaning of 
Court ordering that a question may properly be put to a witness e.xamined 
Whether amounts to case decided 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 153 and Order 6, rule 17 — ^Amendment of 
pleading — Granting of — Suitinstituted by plaintiffin the namein which the busi- 
ness was carried on — ^Amendment of plaint to describe plaintiff as the proprietor 
Whether can be granted — Limitation 
Companies Act, 1956 (Central Act I of 1956), section 78 
CompaniesAct(Iof 1956), section 617 •• , . A,' • 

Companies — Commercial Corporation — Incorporated under the Companies Act 
Entire capital contributed by the Central Government ^President of India and 
certain Officers of Central Government the shareholders — Ex'ensive powers of 
Control conferred on the Central Government by the Memorandum and Articles 
of Association^ — ^Undertaking, if carried on under the authority of the Central 
Government .. .. •• " r. j •“ 

Company— Super-tax — Rebate under Finance At^ of years 1956 and 195 /— ^Redurtion 
of rebate on distribution of dividend over six per cent of paid up capitah— Com- 
putation of paid-up capital — Share premiums received to be included— Separate 
share premium account need not be maintained — But must be identifiable 
as such 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 14 — Scope — Admission to medical c^lege-^c- 
servation of seats to sons and daughters of Union tcmtories other thanpdhi.Cim- 
tral Government servants posted in IndianMissions abroad and cultural, Colombo 
Flan and Thailand scholars — Classification, if satisfiesthe test of reasonableness. . 
Constitution of rndia(1950), Article 14 — Scope— I.cgislation--ReasonableCiassification 
— Test — Classification to be founded on intelligible differentia and dilterentia 
to have a rational relation to the object sought to be achieved 
Constitution of India (1950), Article 16 — Scope .. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 19 (I)--Inlerprefation— Entrustmenf of power 
to an administrative agency to grant or withhold a permit or licence in Us incon- 
trolled discretion — Prohibition of fundamental right Article 19 (1) — ^Law, if cx 
facie violates Article 19 (1)— Burden of proof . . 
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CoEstitntion. cf India CI950). Article 19 (1) (?)— interpretation — ^Fundamental right 
to carry on business — Prohibitionof — ^Prohibition notin the interest of the general 
pubiic, but merely to respect the suseptibiiiues and sentiments of a seaion of the 
people, if justified 

Consticmion oflniia ('1930). ArticieeO — Right of minorities to establish and 
administerecucaiional institutions of their choice — Scope — If available only 
to citizens eficcia 

Constitu:ionoflndia^l950). Article 136 — Appeal by Spenal Leave — Concurrent find 
ins of Court belovt — Onus on appellant to show that the finding is erroneous . . 
Constitution of Lndia C'950;. Article 136 — App^ by Special Leave — ^Plea raising 
mixed questions of law and facts not raised below, cannot be permitted for first 
time 

Constitution of fndia '.’1950^ . Article 136 and Industrial Disputes Act (XTV of 1947, — 
Appeal by Special Leave — ^Industrial Tribunal relying upon newspaper reports 
— Conclusion based upon several other circumstances also — Interference with 
the finding of the tribunal not justified 

Constitution of India (1950;. Article 226 — V;rit of Tnandamus — ^V/hen can lie — Com- 
pany non-statutory body incorporated under Companies Act- -WTiether writ of 
mandamus Lies against the companj — ^Agreement between company and its work- 
men — Court holding writ ofmcTtlfcmzif against company not maintainable but 
declaring agreement to be illegal and void — Validity of — ^Mo relief b\ way of de- 
claration as to invalidiqr of agreement can be granted 
Constihition of India (1930; Article 226 — Writ Jurisdiction — Search and seizure under 
Income-tax Act — Scope of power of High Coun 
Coasticurion of India '!950' . Article 2-t6, Schedule VTT, List 1. Entry 3, List H. Entry 
IS and List III. tntries 6, 7 aud 13 and West Ben^ Premises Tenancy A.ct (XII 
of 1956 — Cantonment area — Extension of State Act to cantonment area by State 
Government — ^Whether u/tra vires — Power of Parlxament_ to_ Iegislaie_ in respect 
of house accommodaticn in cantonment area — Whether limited to rmlitao’ pur- 
poses alone — ^Extension of power of Parliament to regulate the relationship bet- 
ween landlord and tenant — Scape of . . _ 

Constitution ot India (1950;. Axacle 2S6(I) fa}. Explanation — J<ladras General Sales 
tax .Act (TX of 1939 , section 22 'a) (i) Explar.ation — ^Scope— ;V''hen attracted . . 
Constitution of India (1950;, A-rticle 31 1 (2} — &ope — Tenure pest in the Government 
of India — A.ppoir.tment to — Reversion to the Assam State before the expiry of 
the tenure to post carrying smaller salary, if amounts to reduction in rank and 
involves a .. _ 

Constitutionof tnaia(I950'i. Article 3"2and Entry 33 ofListITI — Scope — Pre-Consti- 
tioa .Act Bihar Sugar Factories Control Act, 1937, if stands altered by sub-rule 
(3) of rule 3 of Sugarcane (Control) Order, 1955 
Contract Act 'TXof IS72 , section 2 [di — Stranger to contract— When can sue 
J- & K Constitution, section 51 (c< and J. & K. Representation of the People Act (TV 
of 1957.. section (2} 47 (c. — Scope requirement of making and subscribing an 
oath — ^riling of signM oath forms, if amounts to subscribing the oath or aSr- 
mation before the P,etuming oSter 

Criminal Pro'Cadarc Code I'V qf lS98i, section -8S — *' Child ” — Meaning of — A major 
child u.nable to maintain itself i f comes within the purriew- of the section 
Criminal Procedure Code (V of 1895}, section 503 — Tssue of cqnunission to examine 
witness — ^No indication that witness is willing to be e.xamined on commission — 
A.ddness not glveu — Application not bona fide — Party and not entitled to issue of 
commission 

Crfmrnai Procedure Code .W of 1S9S'. section 5^0 — ^Recall witness — Inherent power. . 
Essentia! Commodities A.ct I'X of 1955,. sections 2 and 3— Scope — Control of the 
price cf sugarcane if comes within the ambit of the A-Ct 
Estate Duty Act (XXXfV of 1955;, section 10 — Property deemed to pass on death — 
Gift of fixed deposit receipts taken in Joint names of donor and dona: — Renewals 
after gift in Joint names — Donor whether entirely excluded — Liability to estate 
duty/ 

Evidence .Act (1 of 1372 .section 35 — Scope — Ecth ckUha — No proof as to who made 
the entry or whether it was made in the discharge of any ofntial duty — Eatk 
c/Vt/ln, if admissible in evidence 
Evidence .Act ri of 1872) , section I2c — Oaim of privilege 

Evtdence.Act 'I of 1872 .sections 133 and 1^4. illustration (6) — Conviction on accom- 
plice evidence — Cerraboration necessity cf — Corroboraticn must be from in- 
dependent source — ^Sr.emi statement of accomplies — ^V, Ttcn amount to corrobc- 
raticn 

Extraiition .Act TCCXiV of 1962'. section 12 — Exiraditioa of fugitive efienders — No 
nvtinuaticn inciufirg Hong Kcng in the list of the Cemmonwealth countries — 
Securing the extradition of fugitive efisnder through diplomatic, if barred under 
the .Act 

Extmdit ion— Duty cf the Courts — Pret-ectien of the right cf the irdivlcT'a! — Ccurts 
ofbeth the countries to be satisfied as to the e.xirteECe cf prime fccie evidence cf 
. the commissten of the oSence — Recuisiden fer surrcrctr r.c t tie functicn cf the 
Ccurts cut cf the Suite 
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Extradition— Surrender of a person within the State to another— A political act, either 
I n pursuance of a treatj' or by an ad hoc arrangement — The municipal law to deter- 
mine the procedure to be followed by the Courts. 

Finance Acts, 1956 and 1957— Paragraph D of Part II, First Schedule 
Fugitive Offenders Act (1881) — Several Colonies treating the Act as applicable to them 
— ^Act, not repealed by Indian Parliament— Act, if applicable to India after 76th 
January, 1950 .. 

Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act (LXXVin of 1956), section 4 and Criming 
ProcedureCode(Vof 18981, section 488 — Scope — Section 4 (i) of the Mainten- 
Act, i f repeals section 488. Criminal Procedure Code 
The Hindu Marriage Act (XXVof 1955) seetion I2(l) (a3— Application bvhusbandfor 
annulment of his marriage on ground that his wifeis impotent — Burden of proof 
— ^Failuretoestablishentailsdisraissaloftheapplication 
Hyderabad Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (Re-enactment, Validation and further 
amendments Act. 1961 — ^\^alidityof 

Income-tax (Xf of 1922) — .A,dventure in the nature of trade — Shares — Purchase and 
sale by assessee — Dealer or investor — Mi.xed question of law and fact 
Income-ta-x Act (XI of 1922). section 2 (6-A) — ^Dividend — ^Amount distributed by 
Company out of capital gains arising on or after 1st April, 1948 — \Vhether liable 
to tax . . . . ■ 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 10 — Business loss — Assessee, dealer in shares — 
Purchase'and sale of shares — Part of a scheme to assist another company to ac- 
quire managing agency — Purchase at a higher rate than the market rate — Sale 
to the same company — Purchase on the overdraft account — If a transaction done 
in the ordinary course of business -If an allowable loss 
Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), sections 16 (3) (a) (ii), 22 (2), 22(5), 34 (I) (a), 34 (1) (6) 
and 40 — Return of income — Individual — ^Partnership particulars — Ncn-disclcsure 
of share incomes of wife and minor children — VTrelher amounts to failure to 
disclose “necessao’” information— Validity of re^sessment be.vond four years — 
Inclusion of share incomes of wife and minor children — ^Duty of the Income-tax 
Ofneer — ^No obligation on the taxpayer — Minor — Separate assessment on minor 
— Whether bars i nclusion of minor’s share income in father’s assessment 
Income-tax Act (Xt of 1922), section 34 (1) (51 and 10 — Back assessment — Information 
— ^Judicial decisions — Part of assessable Incomer-Failure to tax — Escapement — 
Purchase by assessee of properties from Hindu father — Character of property — 
Self-acquired in joint family property — ^Litigation between father and sons — 
Pendency of appeal at the time of purchase by assessee — ^Decision by Privy Council 
— Information — Payment by assessee to sons to get iheirrnterest released — Capital 
expenditure . . . . . . ■ • . . • . 

Income-tax Act (Xt of 1922), section 46 (5-A)' — ^Taxrecoveo' — Garnishee notice — 
Payment ouj of Court — Certificate of payment by Court — A^essee-firm — Exc^ 
customs duty paid by assessee — ^Decree against Union of India — Garnishee notice 
by Income-tax Officer to Collector of Customs — Requiring payment of decree 
amount towards arrears of Income-tax and penalty due by assessee — ^Payment by 
Collector — ^Amount adjusted towards super-tax due by assessee-^Application by 
Collector to Court for certifying payment under the Code of Civil Procedure .. 
Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 66— Reference — Question arising out of the 
order of Tribunal — Loss— Disallowance by department — Tribunal sustainingdis- 
aliowance for Certain reasons — High Court upholding decision on the basis cf 
reasons rejected by the Tribunal — No necessity on department to apply for and 
obtayr reference — ^No reference on a question arising from the reasons given by 
the Tribunal .. •• -- 

Income-tax Act (XLIII of 1961), section 132 (as amended in 1965)— Search and seizure 
— Scope of powers— Warrant of authorisation— ^^^rclher should specify • parti- 
culars of documents and boolts of account — ^Large number of documents seized 
— Some documents found not relevant— Whether vitiates search and .seizure — 
Books of account and other documents in respect of other business carried on by 
partners of assessee-firra — VTiether relevant — Whether can be seized — ^Fm’Iure 
to place identification marks on documents — Effect of — Presence of police officers 
during search — Effect of . . ■ 

Industrial Disputes Act fXlV of 1947). sections 2 (a) and 10 

Industrial Disputes Act (XTS^of 1947). section 33-C (2) and the Minimum Wages Act 
(XI of 1948), section 20 (1) — Interpretation— Claim for wages for overtime and 
for payment for work done on days of rest — No dispute as to rates — Applications 
under section 33-C (2)— Jurisdiction of the Labour Court, ifbarred by the remedy 
under section 20 (I) of the Minimum Wages Act.. _ .. 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of t947). gratuity Scheme — Normal rule is quantum of 
gratuity' is related to basic wage— Departure from the norma! rule, when can be 
made .. .. -- _ 

Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act (XX of 1946), sections 3 to 7, 9 and 
10 and schedule .. ■ .. . 

Inferpretalion of Statutes — Contcmjioranea expositio — Meaning of the cna«ment 
obscure — Construction put upon it by authorities for a long time — Court,if may 
resort to contemporary construction 

Interpretation of statues — Doctrine of incidental or ancillery' power — Scope of 
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intefpretation of Statutes — Provision as exception to general rule — Construction . . 

Interpretation of statutes — ^Validating Acts— Scope of generally 

Limitation Act (XXXVI of 1963), section 137 and third division of the Schedule — 
Interpretation — EJusd^m generis — Meaning of the word “ other ’’—Other articles in 
in the third divisi on has reference to applications under Civil Procedure Code with 
the exception of applications under the Arbitration Act and also under the Cri- 
minal Procedure Code— Applications to be to Courts to be gotemed by the 
Articles in the third division and not to Industrial Tribunal or Labour Court . . 

Madhya Pradesh Money Lenders Act (XIII of 1934), section 9 — Prohibits awarding 
interest exceeding the principal of loan 

Madhya Pradesh Municipal Corporation Act (XXIII of 1936), section 430(3) — Scope 
—Cancellation of the conSrmation of the bye-laws made byMuoicipal Cotnmiitee 
for inspection and regulation of slaughter — House if infringe fundamental right 
under Article 19 (I) (g) of the Constitution . . . . . . 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act fll of 1959), section 2 (d) and section 7 — 
‘Registered dealer’, a firm of building contractors — ^Purchase of Building materials 
— ^Liability to Purchase Tax 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act (H of 1959), section IS (5) and rule 33 of the 
Rules, 1959 — Terms of Rules 33 not mandatory — Notice, not giving a clear Period 
of 15 days to show cause — No suggestion of prejudice on account of insufiiciency 
of time — Notice not invalid . . . . . . 

Madhya Pradesh Government Sermnts (Temporary and Quasi-Permanent Service) 
Rules (1960) Rule 12 and Constitution of India (1950). Articles 14,16, 311 and 320 
(3)(c) — Temporary Government servant (Civil Judge)— Termination of services 
— Validity of — Whether violative of Articles 14 and 16 of Consti tution ofindia — 
Order passed without consulting State Public Service Commission under Article 
320 (3) (c) — ^Effect of — Order not by way of punishment — ^Article 31 1 not attracted 

Madras General Sales Tax Act (I of 1959) and Central Sales Tax Act (LXXIV of 1956), 
section 5 (2) — Sea Customs Act (1878), section 3-A — Customs “frontier” in sec- 
tion 5 (2) of Central Act caimot be construed to mean “customs barriers” — Must 
be construein accordance with notificationissued under section 3-A of the Act 
read with the proclamation of the President of India, dated 22nd March, 1956 - . 

Madras General Sales Tax Act (I of 1959} — Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14 
and 301 — ^Imposition of tax on sale of ‘cane jaggery’ while exempting that on 
•palm jaggery’ — If discriminatory and violative of equality clause of the Consti- 
tution — Freedom of trade ana commerce if impleded by the levy — Legislative 
power of has been colourably exercised in imposing the levy 

Madias Urban Land Tax Act (XT! of 1966), section 6 and Constitution of India (1950), 
Articles 14 and 19 (1) (/), Schedule Vfl, List I. Entry 86 and Schedule ^TI, List 
n, Entry 49 — Validity of the Act — Whether uitra vires of Artieles 14 and 19 (1) 
Constitution ofindia — Act whether falls under Schedule VII, List I, Entry 86 or 
Schedule VII, List _II, Entry 49 — Legislative entries to be given liberal interpreta- 
tion — ^No overlapping— Retrospective operation of laws^y Whether unreasonable. 

Maharashtra Municipalities Act, 1965 (XL of 1965), section 7 — Scope — Election 
petition — ^Reception of evidence of two witnesses called as Court witnesses, if 
vitiates the whole trial— 'Order 16, rule I4,CiviIProcedureCode. . 

Orissa Land Reforms Act (X\'’I of I960) and Orissa Land Reforms (Amendment) Act 
(XV of 1965) Chapter IV and Constitution of India (1950), Articles 31 (2), 31 
(2-A) and 3i-A — ^Validity of Chapter I\' of Amendment Act 

Orissa Sales Tax Act (XTV of 1947), section 2(g), 91(1) and 25 (I) (a) — Bale — Failure 
to register as dealer — Levy of Penalty — Justification for 

Penal Code (XLV of 1860), section 120-A — Criminal conspiracy — ^Agreement gist of 
offence-Ajeneral conspiracy' — Ingredients 

Penal Code (XLV of 1860), sections 314 and 109 — Charge of abetting R to cause mis- 
carriage of the deceased (women) accused convicted for abetting the deceased to 
cause miscarriage — Charge of abetment, if fails because the substantive offence 
is not established against the accused 

Practice — Judicial trial — Essential attributes — Disputed claim — Judicial determina- 
tion, to be supported by the most cogent reasons that suggest the themselves to 
a Judge 

Prevention of Food Adulteration Act (XXXVn of 1954), section 20— Scope— Pro- 
secution as offence the Act — Requirement of written consent of the Govern- 
ment or local authority — Complaint by the Food Inspector — ^Accused not ques- 
tioning the maintainability of the complaint during the trial as well as in appeal — 
Accused if could be permitted to raise the contention after the disposal of the 
appeal 

Prevention of Food Adulteration Rules (1955), Proviso to Rule 1 2-A— Interpretation 
— Requirement of warranty in writing about “ the nature, substance and qualitv ” 
of the article of food as demanded by the vendor — “ Quality is up to the mark ’’ if 
could beinterpreted to have same effect as certifying “ the nature substance and 
quality” of an article of food 

Preventive Detention Act (fV’ of 1950), section 3 — Scope — Detenu and his associates 
using deadly weapons, acid bulbs, iron rods, lathis etc.,indiscriminatelv and thus 
endangering humanlivesin the locality— Detenu and his associates dso preventing 
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ike police coristabies from discharging their lawfiii duties — Grounds of detention 
if have reference merely to maintenance of order. 

Probationer— Period of probation fced — Stipulation, liable to be terminated during 
the period — If contravention of standing order — Finding of the Labour Coun, 
‘colourable e.xercise of the power’ — ^Termination without hearing the probationer 
— ^Validity 

Public Employment (Requirement as to Residence) Act (XLIV of 1957), section 3 aiid 
Andhra Pradesh Public Employment (Reauirement as to Residence) Rules (1959), 
rules — Validity of 

Punjab Pre-emption Act (I of 1913), as amended by the Punjab Pre-emption Amend- 
ment Act, 1960 and by Punjab Act (XIII of section 15 (2)— Interpretation 
— “ In the son or daughter of such female,” meaning of— Right of pre-emption, if 
would vest in the son or daughter of the husband from another wife — Retroactise 
intention, if could beattributed to the Legislature 
Representation of the People Act (XLIII of 1951), section 92 (a)- Election petition — 
— Inspection of ballot papers — When may be permitted . . * ' 

Sales Tax — Contract whether for sale of goods or for service — Depends upon the main 
object of the parties gathered from terms of contract, circumstances of transaction 
and custom of the trade — Contract for providing and fixing “ windows ”, of 
certain sizes in accordance with specifications, designs and drawing etc. — \Wie- 
ther works contract or contract for sale of goods — Test 
Sales Tax — Single order of assessment for a particular year- Part of assessment illegal 
— ^Assessment if invalid I/I to/o . . 

Saurashtra Land Reforms Act (XXV of 1951) and Saurashtra Agricultural Debtor’s 
Relief Act (XXIII of 1954)— Object — Change in the relationship between the 
Girasdar and tenants — ^Rights of debtors and creditors — Scaling down of debts 
and restoration of property to debtors — Occupancy— Certificates given to the 
mortgagees, if e.xtinguish the title of the mortgagors (debtors) . . 

Sea Customs Act (VIII of IS78), section 167 (SI), Penal Code tXLV of 1S60), section 
I20-B and Foreign E.xchange Regulation Act (\'n of 1947), section 8 (1) and sec- 
tion 23-A — Import of gold in contravention of section 8 (1) of the Foreign Ex- 
change Regulation Act — Criminal conspiracy to evade restriction — Punishable 
under section 167 (81), Sea Customs Act and section I20-B, Penal Code (XLV of 
I860) 

Standing Orders of the Company, Standing Orders. 2, 14 and 32 . . 

Standing Orders— Certified and coming into operation — ^VSTiether governs employees 
of the company appointed long before — ^Prior award between the parties — 
Technical considerations of res judicata or principles analogous thereto — 
Appliability 

Succession Act vXXXEX of 1925), section 105— Legacy— Legatee not surviving the 
testator — ^Lapse — Intention to exclude lapse, when can be inferred 
Succession Act (XXXIX of 1925), section ISO— Doctrine of election — Applicability 
of — ^Principle for compensation not recognised . . . . 

Trade and Merchandise Marks Act (XLin of 1958), section 2 (/) and section 12 (1) — 
Registration of trademark — ‘Andal’ and ‘AmbaT — ^Deceptively similar in sound 
-Ocular Comparison not always the decisive test 
Transfer of Property (FV of 1882), sections 4. 54 and Registration Act (X\Tofl908), 
sections 17, 49— Document requiring registration under section 54 — ^Transfer of 
Property Act (IV of 1882), not registered — Efiect of — ^WTiether admissible in 
evidence, in view of section 49, Registration Act (XM of 1908) 

Transfer of Property Act (IV of 1882), section 100— Charge on immovable pro- 
perty — ^X^Tien created 

Travancore-Cochin General Sales Tax Rules, (1950), rule 33 — Int^retation- Assess- 
ment of escaped turnover of business — Determine” — Meaning of — Assessment, 
if denotes the entirety of proceedings or the final order of assessment. 

U.P. Industrial Di sputes Act (XXVIII of 1 947), sections 6 and 6-A and Ci vi 1 Procedure 
Code (V of 1908), section 152 and Industrial Disputes(Central) Rules (1957). Rule 
28 — Efiect of sections6 and 6-A — Award by Labour Court— <^rreclion—;\Vhen 
can be made — Tim: -limit for inaking such correction — Correctional Jurisdiction 
under section 6 (6) identical to section 152, Civil Procedure Code and Rule 28, 
Industrial Disputes Rules 

U.P. Panchayat Raj Act (XXVI of 1947), section 95 (1) (g)— Pradhan elected under 
— ^Nature of ofiice— Power of Government to suspend an elected Pradhan pending 
enquiry into charges against him .. _ 

Uttar Pradesh (Temporary) Control of Rent and Eviction Act (III of 1947), sections 3 
(3) and 7-F — Scope — Suit for eviction — ^Permission to institute — State Goveni- 
ment cancelling the permission given by the Commissioner — Suit, if becomes in- 
competent — Judicial process 

Wakfs Act (XXDCof I954),section 57 (I) and (3) — Scope 
Words and Phrases — ^Rate — ^Meaning of 
Words and Phrases — “regulation.”.. 

Words and Phrases — Under the authority of’. 
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SANCnON TO PROSECUTE UTsDER TBE PREVENTION 
OF CORRUPTION ACT, 1947* 

By 

IvL L. Kaul, Department of Legal Affairs, New Delhi-l. 

The need for sanction in regard to criminal prosecution has been expressly 
stipulated in several enactments, as a limitation upon the general rule that a 
criminal prosecution can be initiated by or at the instance of any person whether 
or not he is directly injured or affected by the offence alleged. Section 6 of the 
Prevention, of Qjrruption Act, 1947 (heranafter referred to as the Act) specifically 
provides for such sanction. The essential purpose of the section is to reconcile 
two different principles. The first of them is, that a public servant, however 
important the position he may hold, should be easily amenable to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Courts of the country for any offence for which he may be responsible, 
as any ordinarj" citizen. The second principle is, that an allegation made against 
such a public servant amounts, as a matter of fact, to an attack on his honesty 
ginH integrity, which indirectly casts a reflection on the State itself of wh:.se 
machinery’, the public servant forms a part. Thus, the object of such stipulation 
on the requirement of sanction in relation to the prosecution of the public servant 
is to discourage frivolous, doubtful and impolitic prosecutions sought to be 
initiated against public servants exercising their duties. In view of the difficulties 
involved in a precise demarcation between claims made bona fide and claims 
made fraudulendy, such stipulation seek to shut out a mala fide and vexatious 
attempt to institute criminal proceedings against a public servant, by a discretion 
to grant or not to grant sanction for such prosecution.. 

Thus, the previous sanction of certain specified authorities is, as mentioned 
above, a sine qua nor. for the prosecution of a public servant under the provisions 
of the Act. Section 6 reads as follows; 

"6. G) No Court shall take cognizance of an offence punishable under 
section 161 or 164 or section 165 of the Indian Penal Code or under sub-section 
(2) of section 5 of this Act, alleged to have been committed by a public ^rvant 
except with the previous sanction. 

(a) in the case of a person who is employed in connection with the 
affairs of the Union and is not removable from his office, save by or with the 
sanction of the Central Government or some higher authority (of the) Central 
Government.. 

(b) in the case of a person who is emplojed in connection with the affairs 

of a State and is not removable from the office, save with the sanction of the State 
Government or some higher authority (of the) State Government.- 

(c) in the case of any other person, of the authority competent to remove 
him from his service. 

(2) "WTiere for any reason whatsoever any doubt arises whether the pre- 
vious sanction as reqtiired under sub-section (1) should be given by the Central 
or State Government or any other authority, such sanction be ^ven by the 
Government or the authority which would have been competent to remove the 


• Th' V!e-..-5 cx-rresjed herein are those of the author, 
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public servant from his office at the time when ,the offence was allied to have 
been committed.” 

Section 6 of the Act. as has been emphasized by the Supreme Court^ differs 
materially from section 197 of the Criminal Procedure Code, which constituted 
in general tlie fundamental law relating to sanction for prosecution of a public 
servant for criminal offences. The two major changes effected are: 

(1) that while under section 197 the sanction of the Governor-General or 
the Provincial Government, as the case may be, was only necessary for the pro- 
secution of public sei^'ants who were not removable from their offices save with 
the sanction of the Central Govenunent or the Provincial Government, respectively, 
no such qualification is contained in section 6 in which the words used are 
‘^committed by public servants”. Thus, under the Criminal Procedure Code 
no sanction was required -to prosecute public servants removable by a lesser 
authority than the Provincial or Central Government, whereas now the sanction 
of the appropriate authority is necessary for prosecution of a public servant 
however subordinate, if he is alleged to have committed an offence under 
sections 161 and 165 of the Indian Penal Code or under section 5 of the Act. 

(2) that in section 6 of the Act, the words appearing in section 197 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code, namely, “while acting or purporting to act in the 
discharge of his official duty” have been omitted. This omission appears to 
have been made in consequence of the decisions of the various High Courts 
and the Federal Court to the effect that an officer who had accepted a bribe or 
embezzled Government property was neither acting nor purporting to act in 
the discharge of his official duty, and therefore no sanction for his prosecution 
was neces5aIy^ The sanction of the appropriate authority is therefore now 
necessary for the prosecution of any public servant under .the Act., 

The provisions of the Act indicate that it was the intention of the Legis- 
lature to .treat more severely than hitherto corruption on the part of a public 
servant and not to condone it in any manner whatsoe\’er. 

The question of sanction under section 6 of the Act can best be studied 
under the following heads; 

I. In what cases sanction is necessary. 

n. Defects in sanction: 

. (1) Want of competency: 

(a) whether the sanction should be ^ven by the same authority w'ho 
appointed the public servant or an authority of the same rank as the appointing 
authority or of higher rank than the appmnting authority. 

(b) whether such equal or superior authority shotdd be expressly delated 
with the power to issue such sanction, 

p (c) whether such sanction could be issued in the name of the President 
or the Governor and signed by subordinate officers, 

(^} who is the authority to issue the sanction in case of Government 
servants whose" services are lent by a State Government to the Central 
Government, 

(2) Ddective consideration. 

(3) Defect in expression of sanction. 


I. X.A, V. statf, (1958) S.C.J. 594 : (sgsS) S.C.R. 1037 : (1958) 2 An. W.R. 

(S.C.) 45 : (1958) = XLL.J. (S.C.) 45 : (1958) M.L.J. (Crl.) 473 : A.I.R. 1958 S.C. 107. 
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(4) Sanction granted after the institution of suit.- ' . ■> 

m. Effect of defective sanction and of subsequent proper sanction.- 

rV. Stage of objection to defect in sanction. " 

I. IN WHAT CASES SANCTION IS NECESSARY. 

On examining the provisions of section 6 of the Act it is manifest that two 
conditions must be fulfilled before its provisions become applicable. One is that 
the offence mentioned therein must be co mmi tted by a public servant, and the 
other is that the person is employed in connection with the affairs of the Union 
or a State and is not removable from his office save by or with the sanction of 
the Central Government or State Government or is a public servant who is 
removable from his office by any other competent authority. Both these 
Conditions must be present to prevent the Court from taking cognizance of an 
offence mentioned in the sanction. ’-a An offender cannot invoke the protection 
of section 6 unless two conditions are fulfilled, namely. — ■ 

- (1) he was a public servant when the offence charged against h i m was 
committed, and ' ’ . ‘ 

(2) on the date w'hen he is prosecuted there is some authority who could 
remove him from his office. 

Section 6 of the Act offers protection only to those public servants who 
were in office both on the date of the commission of the offence charged and the 
date when a Court is asked to take cognizance.* Once he ceases to be public 
.<^rvant, the Court can take cognizance of the offence without any sanction .i 
Section 6 of the Act certainly does prohibit the taking of cognizance of his 
offence without a previous sanction while he continues to be a public servant;' 
but that prohibition does not continue after he ceased to be a pubh’c servant. 
/. e . who is no longer a public servant® . So, if either of the two conditions is 
lacking the Court does not need a sanction for taking cognizance of the 
offence. The verb in section 6 (1) (ol of the Act refers to the date ori 
which the Court is called upon to take cognizance*. - 

II. DEFECT IN SANCTION. 

(1) Want of competency'. 

rrT'^ (a) whether the sanction shall be given by the same authority who 
appointed the public servant or an authority of the same rank as the appointing 
authority or of higher- rank- than the appointing authority.- 

■ Section 6 (I) (c) of the Act stipulates that the prosecution should have the 
sanction of the authority ‘competent to remove the appellant from his service’.) 
The authority contemplated therein is the authority competent to remove the 
partiailar public servant from his office and not any public servant holding the 
office held by the accu^. In this connection Article 311 (1) of the Constitu- 
tion becomes relevant. Article 311 (1) reads: 

“No person wffi'o is a member of a civil service of the Union or an All 
India Service or a 6ViI service of a State or holds a civil post under the Union 
or a State shall be dismissed or removed by an authority subordinate to that by 
w'hich he was appointed.” 

i-n. S.. 4 . X'rnknlcrartrr. v. TJ.r Slalf, (1958) S.C.J. 59-1: (1958) 2 M.L.J. {S.C.") .55: (1958) 

2 An.W'.R '•S.C.'! 45 : (1958) S.C.R. 1037 : (hsS) M.L.J. (CrI.) 473 : A.I.R. 1958 S C. 107. 

2. V.D. jhh^cr. v. State, .-V.I.R. 1955 /MI. 531. 

3. State of Brr.hny v. yishcitharj Shrikcr.t, A.I.R. 1954 Bern. IC9. 

4. }tc~: Dhyar. Sin^h v. State, .-VT.R. 1953 .-MI. 470. 

5. Baijaatk Prasad v. State, .AI.R, jOjG Bhopal 36. 
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Section 6 (1) (c) of the Ad: has to be inte^reM m 

of the Article 311 (1). under winch however, meah 

not be subordinate to the appointing authonty. ^ of direct 

that the removal must be by the very same auAonty ^e^ranh or grade 

superiors. It is enough if the removmg authonty is of the same ram. o y 

as the appointing authority.® 

"VSTierei any doubt arises as to the authdritj' who 1^ to 
as 4riSd Se? section S (1). secrion 6 (2) of the Act becomes relevant., _ 

Sub-section (2) reads; 

•mete for any reason whiter any tebt ^-‘^'^fceSTr 

sanction as required under J!' c sanction shall be given by 

Smte Government or any other to remove tie 

t«"rlrl mfoS^*her“.he„ the offence was aheged to have 

been dommitted.” 

Section 6 (21 of the Act wo^ th^ 

cases where it cannot be t.y chanse of ni^e the authon^' 

actually appointed the accused persM' or to "remove him from his 

who had appointed him was no l^ger that where the 

office.® In Sfafe v. Madheu-an^ the Kerala ffigh Court held p^^^^ted 

accused, who was ap^int^ by the Lt^Sd’^th section 161' 

for offences under sedton 5 SeV ^^don 6 for prosecution was 

of the Indian Penal Code, and .sanction , j^ej.ala. the Director, 

granted by the Director. Health the^uccessor Government 

Health Services was not a competent author)^. ^ ^ dimiiss or remove the 

of Kerala can._ under Artide 311 ^o^ti^tion.^d^^^^ 

accused fixim his service, and \tHnritv to ^ianction the prosecution. So 

Government is the onlv comprtent autho - ' appointed the accused; it 

the sanction need not ho by the rank than the 

may be given by any other authonty of the ?ame rank authonty 

ETodntiS^ authority, but iri no ^d that sane 

subordinate to the appointing authon^ S ^ higher 

tfon for prosecution mven hv an Mthonty sanction.® Article 

than the authoritj^. who aopomted the _ac^^ was valid 
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ment froii dismissing or f authority. The 

in case of authorities who ^ taken away by 

provision regarding this prohibition cannot be qualiUea or 

statutory rules. ' ipcvated 

TT d1 ^by. whether such equal or suoerior authority should be expressly 
with the power to issue such sanction; ^ 

In Vinnrak Roshiv. The Sta>e^^ the apK^Iant ^ the 

Northern Railwa}'. was c harged under section 5 (1) W ot tn 

6 . Scs M^’trshPra^aJv. Stale cfU.P., fiqjj) S.C-T- ijS = tiOjj") ' ^ 

1955 S.C. "O. Sfg also Panishw^r v, Stdej A-T.R- 19^3 ‘J* ** 

7. A.T.K. 10^52 50 - , , c 

8. Sic Ba-jrjzik Prasad v. Stale. A.I.R.- msG Bho^ 3 - ^ Ct.stieasettxrtsr. v. 

9-12. V. S(aff ^ 3 !^, A.I.R. 

S\aU cf AVrala, A*T.!R. 19S4 87* 
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sanction for prosecution was given under section 6 d) (c) of the Act Hy the 
Divisional Medical Superintendent of the Northern Railway, who was of the 
same rank as the Divisional Personnel Officer who had under the power delegated 
to him by the General Manager, Northern Railway, appointed the appellant., 
The Punjab Hish Court held, that the General Manager not having delegated 
powers to the Dm^onal Medical Superintendent, as he had done in the case of 
the D’virional Personnel Officer, the sanction given by the former was not valid.. 
The Raiasthan High Court also held that the sanction by an equal authority 
without delegation of TX)wers was invalid. Tn this case’^ the accused petitioner 
was originally an employee of the Bikaner State Railway; on integration of the 
Bikaner State Railway with the Northern Railway he was absorbed in the 
services of the Northern RaiTwav. The Court referred to the Disciph'nary and 
Aoneal Rules for Non-Gazetted Ratlwav servants, which made it clear that the 
aprx)inting auffiority with resard to the Bikaner State Railway will be the 
authoritv of the Northern Railwav who was then competent to make similar 
appointments, and therefore held that for the purposes of the present case the 
ouestion as to who initially appointed the petitioner was wholly irrelevant and 
immaterial. The crucial question was as to which authority of the Northern 
Railwav was competent to appoint the petitioner. Under rule 34 of the Railway 
rstabli«!hment Code the primary appointing authority of such employe i« the 
General Manager, although he can delegate powers to lower authorities. There 
having been no delegation of authoritv bv the General Manager to anv lower 
authority at that time, it wa,; held that the sanction given by an authority sub- 
c’rdinate in rank -to the General Manager was not valid. In the Case of 
authoritv of eaual rank or grade to that of the appointing authority, the express 
delegation of power to issue s»ich sanction is necessarv but such is not the case 
with the authority' superior to the appointing authoritv.’® Sanction for prnrecution 
given by the authoritv higher in rank or grade than the appointing authority is 
valid.’® So it has been held that delegation of power to issue the sanction for 
prosecution under section 6 of the Act to an authority' of eaual rank or grade 
masr alwavs be done expresslv. And in case rf the authority superior in rank 
or of higher grade than the appointing authority, the express delegatfon is not 
necessarv at all. 

U fl) (c): whether such sanction cPuld be issued in the name of President 
or Governor and signed by subordinate officen 

In 'G. V. Nair v Government of Jndia^~ the question arose whether sanction 
issued in the name of the Governor and signed by subordinate officers under the 
Rules of Business is valid for purpose of section 6 of the Act. The Kerala High! 
Court held that if such an order is in compliance with the requirements of Article 
166 of the Constitution, it w'ould give immunity' to the order. It cannot therefore 
be challenged in a Court of law as not an order made by the Governor. How’ever, 
the immunity’ is available cmlv in so far as the above ground goes and not any 
further. Thus, the sanction does not enjoy immunity from attack on any other 
ground — as for example that the sanctioning authority has not applied its mind 
to the facts of the case before according the sanction. In like manner. Article 77 
of the Constitution contains the immunity with regard to the Union . A sanction 
issued in the name of the President and signed by subordinate officers under the 
Rules of Business is valid for the purposes of section 6 of the Act, and cannot 


14. PeT~.zshzr=T Dcycd v. Stcit. A.T.K. 1963 Raj, 126. Srt also Let v. Stall, .A.LR. 1939 

Raj. 214. 

15 - Ss-; .\rArh Prcicd v. Stall rf U.P.. (•i955'> S.C.J. T53 : (1955) i .M.L.J. (S.C.) 83. 

16. See al'O Stall v. Pa!. .-\.I.R. 1957 Punj. 91. 

17. tfri 3 (0 CrI. L.J. 675 (Kerala). Sii also Majsr E.S. Barsey v. Staii ef Bcr.hay, (1062) I 

S,C.J. 231 ; (1962) M.L.J. (Crl.) 1 js 5 (ice2) fi S.C.R. jej • A.I.B. 1561 3 ,C. 1762. 
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be challenged in a Court of law as not an order made by the President.- A sub- 
ordinate officer can sign the sanction issued in the name of the President or a 
Governor if he is authorised under the Rules of Business framed. under Articles 
77 and 166 of the Constitution respectively. Such a sanction is valid in law, 
and this cannot be made a ground of attack in a Court of law,./, e.. that the 
sanction is not signed by the President or the Governor as the case may be. 

n (I) fff}- who is the authority to issue sanction in case of Government 
servants who^ services are lent by a SMe Government to the Central 
Govenunent; ; , , i ; 

In R. R. Cha’i v. State of the accused, a permanent Gazetted Gov- 

ernment servant of the Assam Government, whose services were lent to the Gov- 
ernment of India, was alleged to have committed offences under sections 161, 165 
and 467 of the Indian Penal Code in the year 1946 while in service under ffie 
Government of India. Sanction for his prosecution was granted by the Gov- 
ernor-General under section 6 of the Act. The Supreme Court held, that the 
case of a public servant whose services are loaned by one Government to an- 
other does not fall under clause (a) and( b) of the Act, but falls under clause (c) 
of the Act. If the services of a public servant permanently employed by a 
State Government are loaned to the Central Government the authority to remove 
such public servant from his office would not be the borrowing Government, 
but the loaning Government, which is the State Government. The sanction 
by the Governor-General was therefore invalid. It was only the State Govern- 
ment, /. e., the Assam Govenunent, which could give a valid sanction. 

II. (2) Defective consideration. 

Section 6 of the Act, which deals with sanction, implies first, a full know- 
ledge of the facts upon which it is sought to prosecute him, and, secondly, a 
deliberate decision of the sanctioning authority that he may be prosecuted.- 
Thus, it is necessary that the sanction should be given after all the facts have 
been coUectai against the accused so that the sanctioning authority has before 
it the material upon which the prosecution is to be launched. The sanction 
should not be granted as a matter of routine, merely on the request of the pro- 
secuting authority. It can hardly be imagined that the duty of granting proper 
sanction w'ould be properly discharged by merety putting one’s signature on a 
rcad 3 ^-made sanction provided.^® The authority granting the sanction should 
realise that it is his duty to take a deliberate decision, after applying his mind 
to the facts of the case.~° The sanctioning authority is placed soniewhat in the 
position of a sentinel at the door of criminal Courts, in order that no irrespon- 
sible or malicious prosecution can pass the portals of the Court of Justice. It 
is, therefore, essential that persons charged with the responsible duty of granting 
sanction, which is a duty of deciding whether or hot that credit and reputation 
of another dtizen should be put in peril by means of a criminal prosecution, 
should bring to the discharge of their duty a sense of responsibility and the 
i.ndustry requires to examine the relevant materials.^® However, one docs not 
and cannot expect a departmental head to be an expert in criminal law and to 
determine with certainty as to which label will appropriately cover the offence 
committed by an offender.^-- It is not necessary that the sanctioning authority 
need call all the records, if the papers placed before the authority ^ve him the 


18. (1963) I S.c.R. •- A.I.R. 1962 S.C. 1573. 

19. 77& Sh-t'Xt v. Stair, A.I.R. 1953 Cal. 430. 

20. B-iM Sagarx-. Stair. 1959 .-UI. 358. 

1-22. L.E. janit V. Vain of Jadia, A.I.U. 1958 All. 481. 
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necessajy material upon 'whidi he decides that it was necessary in the ends of 
justice to accord his sanction. But where sanction for the prosecution was 
issued by the Collector after considering only the statement of the investigating 
authority and before receiving the statement of witnesses recorded during the 
investigation, the sanction was held to be vitiated because there was the possibi- 
lity that the sanctioning authority might take a different decision on considering 
the statement of the witnesses.** However, where it is alleged that there is 
material difference between the facts placed before that sanctioning authority 
and those sought to be proved at the trial, it has been held that, if the variations 
are not substantial as might reasonably be taken to affect the judgment of the 
sanctioning authority, the order of sanction is not vitiated.*® 

n. (3) Defect in expression of sanction. 

It is not necessary for the sanction under the Act to be in 
any particular form, or in writing, or for it to set out the facts 
in respect of which it is ^ven.* When the facts are not set out in the 
sanction, the prosecution has to prove by other evidence that the material facts 
constituting the offence were placed before the sanctioning authority*. 

Where the sanction under section 6 of the Act related to a specific allegation 
in respect of the illegal gratification of a certain sum, and the sanctioning 
authority has sanctioned the prosecution of the accused in respect of this sum, 
the Saurashtra High Court held that the sanction could by no stretch of reason- 
ing be extended to facts constituting another distinct offence in relation to 
another sum*.; ! ■ , , ' i ,■ I i.i^, 

In a Bombay case, the investigation was originally wrongfully carried out 
by an authority lesser than the proper authority entitled to do so, and sanction 
was given to prosecute the offender imder section 161 of the Indian Penal Code; 
the Court ordered re-investigation by the proper authority, and after re- 
investigation the prosecution was launched on the old sanction, no new sanction 
on re-investigation having been issued. It was held that the original sanction 
would be sufficient. What is required is that the sanctioning authority should 
apply his mind to the facts before him and accord sanction. Sanction already 
accorded does not lapse on re-investigation' (fresh investigation) although given 
on illegal investigation.* 

The case may also arise wherein, on the same facts, altered or additional 
chafes may be sought to be made by the prosecution. Li such cases the juris- 
diction of the Court to try the charge would depend on whether the sanction! 
originally granted would suffice or whether a new sanction would be necessary.; 
Where the facts remain the same, the Court corild proceed with the altered 
or added charge, provided the altered or added charge is based on the same facts 
which have already been considered by the sanctioning authority. The stress 
is clearly on the facts, and not on the penal section applicable to these facts.* 


23. Bkiisar. ChaUnj'f v. Stale of tVesl Bengal, (1958) S.C.J. 581 : (1958) S.C.R. 999 : (1958) 
M.L.J. (Crl.) 448 : A.I.R. 1958 S.C. J48. 

24. Mitkan La! v. State of Rcjaslhcn, (1968) Cr. L.IC. 431. 

25. A'..V..V. .-Uyangar v. State, A.I.R. 1954 M.B. loi. 

1 . Bistvab-ashar. .Xaik v. State of U.P., (1054) S.C.J. 537 : (1955) i S.C.R. 92 : (195 2 M.L.J. 

79 : A I R. 1954 S.C. 359. See also yhkar. Sir.gk Henr.art Singh v. Stale, A.I.R. 1955 65. 

2. See Bisa-aiushar. Xaihv. State of C/'.P.,(ig 5 D^.C.J. 537; SfaLar. Afchar. v. Stale of VJ^. 

A.I.R. 195J S.C. 637: .Vi/ Atclhab Patna'!, v. Stale, .A.I.R. 1955 P.it. 317. ’ 

3. a:dr.ir B. VeUahdas v. State, .A.I.R. 1954 Saur. 132. See airo Jasxca! Sir.gk v. State cf Puriab 

335 • ('93^^) ^-C.R. 70- • (■95^) ^LU-J- (Crl.) 316 : A.I.R. 19^8 S.C. 12a. 

4. Sic PcTcxr.ath Pcr.de v. State cf Bc~ibay, .A.I.R. 1962 Bom. 205. 

5. S.C L.E. jactjls V. Cnior. cf India, A.I.R. 1958 All. 481. 
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II. (4) Sanction given after the institution of suit. 

The rule requiring sanction before a Court can take cognizance 
of an offence is a rule of procedure, which applies retrospectively to 
all complaints whatever the date of the commission of the offence 
to which they relate. The procedure to be followed is the proce- 
dure that prevails on the date of the complaint.® Where the Magistrate 
took cognizance of the offences and the sanction was thereafter given, it was held 
that the cognizance was without necessary sanction and therefore the commit- 
ment of the petitioners bad in law." In Akki keeraiah v. State^ the Andhra' 
High Court held that the previous sanction of the superior officer is a condition 
precedent for the filing of a complaint once it is established that an offence under 
the Acff has been committed. Lapse of time does not effect the valid sanction, 
and it does not cease to be in force owing to the lapse of time.® 

in. Effect of the defective sanction and of subsequent proper sanction. 

Where there is a defect in the accord of the sanction, its effect would be to 
vitiate the sanction, and no Court can take cognizance of the offence with 
respect to which such sanction has been accorded. The question would, therefore, 
arise whether such an illegality could be cured by a subsequent sanction or 
under section 537 of the Criminal Procedure Code. The Saurashtra High Court 
held, that the illegality arising out of a defective sanction caimot be cured 
under section 537 of the Criminal Procedure Code.^° The trial would be ah 
initio void as one ■without jurisdiction. Only a fresh trial after getting the 
proper sanction and submission of a fresh chargesheet would be possible..^ 

This would also involve the question as to whether in cases where a trial 
is ■vitiated by the absence of a proper sanction, a subsequent trial after a fresh 
proper sanction would not be a violation of article 20 (2) of the Constitution 
and section 403 of the Criminal Procedure Code. In £aij Hath Prasad Tripatlu 
V. State of Bhopal the Supreme Court held that Article 20 (2) of the Constitu- 
tion has no application in the case., The petitioners are not being prosecuted and 
punished for the same offence more than once, the earlier proceedings having 
been held to be null and void., The Court also stated: "With i^ard to section 
403 of the Criminal Procedure Code, it is enough to state that the petitioners 
were not tried in earlier proceedings by a Court of competent jurisdiction nor is 
there any conviction or acquittal inforce within the meaning of section 403 (1) of 
the Code, to stand as a bar against their t ri al for the same offence.,” 

IV. Stage of objection to the defect in sanction. 

The question would necessarily arise as to at what stage of a 
proceeding the objection to a sanction should be taken.- It is true 
that the Court, before taMng cognizance of the particiilar offence 
with regard to which sanction is necessary, has to satisfy itself as 
to whether a proper sanction has been granted to prosecute the accused for the 
offence. But at the same time, it has also to be remembered that it is inherent in 
the nature of the sanction itself that it is a safeguard afforded to the accused.. 

It would therefore be unjust if the Court decided the question at the time of 


6 . Karin Bax v. Rtx, A.I.R. 1930 All. 494. 

7. Sk'narora.’t Jeiszcal v. Stale, A.I.R. 1953 Pat. 225. 

8. A.I.R. 1957 A.P. 663 : (1956) An. VV.R. 73. 

9. Publie Prosecutor v. Shaih ShcrtJJ', A.I.R. 19G3 A.P. 372 : (1963) 2 Sn. VV.R. 44. 

JO. Goikir B. Vallahdas v. State, A.I.R. 1954 Saur. J32. 

11. S-a Baijsath Prasad V. State, 1936 Bhopal 36, alio Gouts Skarskar Chose v. Stole 

A.I.R, 1955 N.U.C. (Patna) 3258. 

12. A.I.R. 1957 S.C. 494 : (1957) S.C.J. 405 : (1957) S.C.R. 600 : (1937) M.L.J. (CrI.) 3G2. 



THE StJPREME COURT JOITRNAL. 


51 


I] 

takins cognizance and thereby shut out any agitation of the matter at a subse- 
quent stage. Firstly, it is difficult for the Court at the stage of taking cognizance 
to find out whether the sanction is valid in all respects; and secondly, if tlie 
accused is to be barred from raising the question when he appears in Court in 
obedience to its summons great injustice would be done to him.*- The matter 
came up for discussion in Ram Pakar Singh v. State^^. The Allahabad High 
Court held that the sanction was required for the purpose of taking cognizance 
of the offence. Once it was done, its utility was exhausted, and it was no lunger 
needed either during the enquiry^ into the guilt of the accused or for purposes 
of convictins him. In fact, what the Court was emphasising was the absence of 
any necessiry on the part of prosecution to prove the validity of the sanction.. 
As the Court pointed out in a later part of the decision, the presumption regard- 
ing the vafidity of the sanction could be rebutted by the accused, which meant, 
th^fore, that the question regarding sanction would necessarily be considered 
by the Qmrt, at whatever time during the trial the accused may choose to raise 
the objection, fit the above case, the Court held that not only did the accused 
not lead any evidence to prove that the signature on the sanction was not that 
of the authority concerned but also he did not question the genuineness of the 
signature. In the absence of any controversy at aU. the Court added, there 
w^ no need for the prosecution to have proved, before the Magistrate, the 
vafidity of the sanction by producing evidence to prove the signature. The 
question came up in another form, again, before the Allahabad High Court 
in Bttdh Sagar Ram Udit v. State^=. In this case the Advocate for the accused, 
in the first stage of the trial, made a statement withdrawing the objection as 
regards the validity of the sanction and stated that it was valid. But later, 
at the .time of defence, the validity was again questioned.. The Special Judge 
who tried the case held that the second objection could not be taken and the 
question of sanction could be raised only at the time of cognizance. The High 
Court, allowing the appeal against the above ruling of the Special Judge, hrfd 
that the case of Ram Pakar Singh v. State^* on which the Special Judge had 
somehow relied, clearly envisaged the possibility that at a subsequent stage 
after the cognizance had been taken, the accused could challenge the validity of 
the sanction and then the Court was bound to enquire into that question. The 
High Court also pointed out that the same inference followed from a perusal of 
Bhagwan Sahai v. State of Pimjab^^-^' wherein the Supreme Court went into the 
question of the validity of the sanction. If it was the law that the question 
cannot be raised once cognizance had been taken by the trial Judge, the Supreme 
Court would have said so, and not considered the question at all.*® This the 
Supreme Court did not do. 

The question may best be summarized in the words of Nigam J.: 

‘7t could never have been the intention of the Legislature that the question as 
regards the validity or sufficiencj' of the sanction should be decided asainst the 
accused in his absence without giving him an opportunity to press the contention 
on the point. Further, the question of validity of the sanction raises a question 
of jurisdiction and we are inclined to the vietv that the question as recards the 

13. See Afcif-.a: Lcl v. Stale, A.T.R. 1959 Raj. 214. 

14. A.I.R. 1954 AH. =23. 

15. .A.I.R. loGi AH. 368. 

16-17. -A.I.R- i960 S.C. 487. 

18. See for example .Aftaxc/e.' v. State cf U.P., figGa) 3 S.C.R. 88 : (19G4) 2 S.C.J. 30- : (iqCiA 
M.I..J. (Crl.)49i : A.I.R. 1964 S.C. 28 ; iJ.it. Cecri v. State cf V.P.. (19G3) i S.C.R. 121 - R S. 
Par.iit v. State cf Bihar. (19G3) 2 S.C.R. (Supp.) 653 : Madaa MoHar. Shgk v. State ofUP ' aTi R lo-i 
S.C.G37. 
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jurisdiction of a Court to take cognizance of the particular matter, may be 
raised at any stage before the trial dosses.’"^® 

Conchtsion: — 1. In conclusion, it may therefore be stated that section 6 of 
the Act differs materially from section 197 of the Criminal Procedure Code, first, 
in that sanction is now required not only for pubh'c servants removable only with 
the sanction of the Central Government or the Provincial Government, but also 
for any public servant accused of an offence under sections 161 and 165 cf the 
Indian Penal Code or section 5 of the Act. Secondly'; it is not necessary under 
the Act that the public servant should be 'acting or purporting to act in the dis- 
charge of his official duty’ as it is, under section 197 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code. 

2. Section 6 protects only those public servants who were in office both on 
the date of the commission of the offence charged and the date when a Court is 
asked to take cognizance. 

3. Further, the authority to grant the sanction would be the authority 
competent to remove him from service, and this aspect has to follow' the principle 
laid down in Article 311 (I) of the Constitution of India. If such authority is not 
the same as. but is of equal rank as. the authority which appointed the public 
servant concerned, express delegation of such power to sanction is necessary. 
But where the authority granting the sanction is superior to that by' which such 
sanction is normally to be given, no such delegation is necessary. 

4. A subordinate officer, authorised under the Rules of Business framed 
under Articles 77 and 166 of the Constitution, can sign the sanction issued in 
the name of the President of India or the Governor of a State, and its validity 
cannot be attacked in a Court of law. 

5. Where the services of a public servant permanently employed by a 
State Government are loaned to the Central Government, the authority to remove 
such public servant wou’d be the State Government and not the Central 
Government. 

6. The sanction issued under section 6 of the Act should be issued only' 
after all the facts have been collected, and only after the sanctioning authority 
has fully applied its mind to the question of whether the public servant should 
be prosecuted or not. The grant of such sanction need not. however, be in any 
particular form. 

7. l^ffiere additional charges are levelled against an accused public servant, 
a new sanction may' be required only when such additional charges were based 
on facts not considered by the authority granting the sanction when the original 
sanction was granted. 

8. Sanction in every' case is a condition precedent to the filing of the 
complaint. 

9. It foUow's that where the sanction accorded is defective, the proceedings 
become ab initio void, and a new sanction is necessary'. The fresh proceedings 
would not attract ‘the rule of double jeopardy', contained in Article 20 (2) of the 
Constitution of India. 

10. It also follows that the question of the validity' of a sanction can be 
raised at any stage of the proceedings, and as it goes to the root of the jurisdic- 
tion an obiection based on want of sanction can be raised later even though 
waived earlier. 


ig. .A.I.R. 1954 .All. 223. 



G. K. Samal v. 
R. N. Rao. 
C.A. No. 1540 of 1969. 


[s. C. N. C. 31.] 

S. M. Sikri, 

V. Bhargava and 

I. D. Dua, JJ. 

20-1-1970. 

Representadon of the People Act(XLIII of 1951), section 80 — ^Election peddon — 
Burden of proof. 

The Supreme Court has held in a number of cases that in an election petition 
the burden is on the petitioner to prove that the result of the election has been 
materially affected by (.1) the improper reception, refusal or rejection of any vote 
or the reception of any vote which is void or (2) by any non-compliance with the 
provisions of the Act. 

On the material on record in the present case, the High Court was right in con- 
cluding that it has not been shoum that the result of the election had been materially 
affected by the casting of votes by persons whose names were added to the electoral 
roll after the expiry of the last date fixed for making nominations or by the alleged 
non-voting of electors whose names had been deleted after that date. The election 
petition only contains vagpie allegations in this regard. 

V.K. Appeal dismissed - 


[s.c. N. c. 32] 

J. C. Shah and Jamnadas Harakhchaad v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Narayanlal Bansilal. 

20-1-1970. C. A. Nos. 1872 and 

1873 of 1968. 

Bombay Rents, Hotel and Lodging House Rates Control Act (LVH of 1947), 
section 20 — Scope. 

In Maganlal Chhatabbai Desai v. Cbandrakant Modlal, (1969) 1 S.CJ. 100 : 
A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 37, it was held that section 20 of the Bombay Rents, Hotel and 
Lodging House Rate s Control Act gives the tenant a general right of recovery of 
the overpaid rent within six months of the date of payment. Without prejudice 
to any other mode of rccover>, the tenant may deduct the over-pajment from any 
rent payable by him to the landlord. The deduction prowded is one mode of 
recovery. If the amount is incapable of recovery because of the bar of limitation, 
it cannot be recovered by deduction. In other words the right of recovery by 
deduction is barred at the same time as the right of recoverj’ by suit. If the tenant 
seeks recovery of the overpaid amount he must bring the suit or make deduction 
within six months. 

The Court obsen*ed that the above decision was binding on it and that it did 
not feel called upon to refer the question to a larger Bench for reconsideration. 

V. K. Appeals dismissed. 


[s. c. N. C. 33] 

S. M. Sikri, 

V. Bhargara and Becker Gray & Co., Ltd. v. 

I. D. Dua. JJ. Union of India. 

23-1-1970. C.A. Nos. 1178 to 1180 of 1967. 

Foreign Exchange Regulation Act (VH of 1947), sections 12 (1), 23 and 23-A — 
Under valuation in a declaration under section 12 (1) or a declaration in contravention 
of the rules or the forms prescribed — If punishable under section 167 (8) of Sea Customs 
Act (VTnoflS78). 

Under-raluation in a declaration under section 12 (I) of the Foreign Exchan^’e 
Regulation Act docs not amount to contravention of the restrictions imposed bv 
that provision. ^ ^ 

S— “iSRC 
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Union of India v. MJs. Rai JSaltadur Shreeram Durga Prasad. (P.), Ltd., 
(1969) 1 S.C. C. 91, followed. Contention that this decision a should be 
reconsidered by a larger Bench was rejected. 

A declaration which is in contravention ot the Rules or the Foms prescribed 
under the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, may be penalised under section 23 of 
that Act, but such contravention will not attract the provisions of the Sea 
Customs Act. Under section 23-A of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, only 
a breach of restrictions imposed by section 12 (1) of that Act is to be deemed to be 
contravention of restrictions imposed by section 19 of the Sea Customs Act. .An 
incorrect declaration in contravention of the Rules made under section 27 of the 
Foreign E.xchange Regulation Act is not to be deemed a contravention of any res- 
triction imposed by section 19 of the Sea Customs Act. In such a case the imposition 
of the penalties under section 167 (8) of the Sea Customs Act would be totally un- 
justified. 

V.K. Appeals allowed. 

[S. c. N. c. 34 ] 

M. Hidayatullah, C. J. V. P. Gindroniya v. 

J. C. Shalt, State of M. P. 

K. S. Hegde, CA. No. 890 of 1967. 

A. N. Grover, 

A. N. Pay and 
I. D. Diia, JJ. 

29-1-1970. 

Madhya Pradesh Gorernment Serrants (Temporary and Quasi-Permanent Ser- 
vice) Rules (1960) — Suspension trader, of a temporary public servant pending enquiry 
into charges against him — ^Effect — Contract of sendee if becomes suspended — ^Public 
servant concerned thereafter putting an end to the contract by notice under rule 12 (a) 
— ^Validity — Right of Government to proceed with the enquiry — ^Scope of rule 12 (a). 

Three kinds of suspension are knowm to law. A public sonant may be suspended 
as a mode of punishment or he may be suspended during the pendency of an enquiry 
against him if the order appointing him or statutory provisions governing his sendee 
provide for such suspension. Lastly, he may merely be forbidden from discharging his 
duties duri^ the pendency of an enquiry againsthim, wbicb act is also called suspen- 
sion. The right to suspend as a measure of punishment as well as the right to suspend 
the contract of service during the pendency of an enquiry’ are both regulated by the 
contract of employment or the provisions regulating the conditions of scrv’icc. But 
the last category' of suspension referred to earlier is the right of the master to for- 
bid his servant from doing the work w'hich he had to under the terms of the contract 
of service or the provisions gov’cming his conditions of service, at the same time 
keeping in force the master’s obligation under the contract. In other words, the 
master may ask his servant to refrain from rendering his service but he must fuffl his 
part of the contract, viz., pay the rcmuncraticn. 

It is now well settled that the power to suspend, in the sense of a right to forbid 
an employee to w’ork, is not an implied term in an ordinary’ contract between master 
and servant. Ordinarily, therefore, the absence of such a power cither as an c.vprcss 
term in the contract or in the rules framed under some statute would mean that an 
employer would have no power to suspend an employee of his and even if he docs 
so in the sense that he forbids the employee to work, he will have to pay the employee’s 
wages during the period of suspension. Where, however, there is power to 
suspend the order of suspension has the effect of temporarily suspencUng the relation- 
ship of master and servant with the consequence that the servant is not bound to 
render service and the master is not bound to pay. It is equally well settled that an 
order of interim suspension can be passed while an enquiry is pending, even though 
there is no such term in the contract but in such a case the employee would be 
entitled to his remuneration. 

In the present case,* the Madhya Pradesh Government Servants_(Tcmporary and 
Quasi-Permanent Service) Rules do not provide for suspension during the pendency 
of an enquiry. Therefore the impugned order of suspension of the appellant cannot 
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be considered as an order suspending the contract of service. It follows that when 
the appellant issued the notice terminating his services under rule 12 (a) during the 
pendency of the impugned order, the contract of service was in force and it W'as open 
to him to put an end to the same. It would follow that ever since the appellant’s 
notice was received by the Government he W'as not in the service of the Government. 
Hence it was not open to the Government to proceed with the disciplinary proceedings 
thereafter. 

There is hardly any room for dispute that the notice contemplated by the main 
clause (a) of rule 12 of the Madhya Pradesh Government Servants (Temporary and 
Quasi-Permanent Ser\'ice) Rules can be given either by the Goverrunent or its 
temporary servant. The rule in question specifically says so. 

Held on facts, the notice of termination of contract issued by the appellant to the 
Government conformed to the requirements of rule 12 (c) and that the High Court 
was wrong in holding contra. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 

[s. c. N. c. 35] 

M. Hidayatullali, C. J. 

J. C. Shalt, Ashoka Marketing Ltd. v. 

K. S. Hegde, State of Bihar. 

A. N. Grover, C.A. No. 2004 of 1966. 

A. N. Ray and 

I. D. Diia, JJ. 

30-1-1970. 

Bihar Sales Tax Act (XIX of 1959) as amended by Act (XX of 1962), section 20-A 
(3), (4) (5), (7) and (8) — ^The snb-sections are ultra vires State Legislature — Not saved 
by Entry 54, List n or Entries 6, 7 and 13 of List HI of the Seventh Schedule to the 
Constitution of India (1950). 

Sub-sections (3), (4) and (5) of section 20-A of the Bihar Sales Tax Act, 1959, 
are td/ra vires, the State Legislature. As a corrollary thereto sub-section (7) and (8) 
shall be deemed invalid. 

A provision which enables the dealer to pass on the h'ability for pajunent of 
tax is incidental to legislation for sales tax. But it caimot be held that a provision 
under which a dealer is called upon to pay to the State an amount which has been 
collected by him erroneously or deliberately on a representation, cx'press or implied, 
that an equal amount is payable by him under the Sales Tax Act, is a 
provision incidental to the power to “ levy tax on sale or purchase of 
goods” within the meaning of Entry 54, List H of the Seventh Schedule to the Consti- 
tution. In effect the provision is one for levying an amount as tax which the Slate 
is incompetent to levy. A mere device cannot be permitted to defeat the provisions 
of the Constitution by clothing the claim in the form of a demand for depositing the 
money with the State which the dealer has collected, but which he was not e-ntitled 
to collect. 

Sub-section (8) of section 20-A docs not alter the true nature of the demand 
or appropriation which can be made under sub-sections (3), (4) and (5) of section 
20-A. ITie intention underlying sub-sections p), (4) and (5) is to enable the State 
to coll-ct from the dealer tax which the State is not entitled to levy and to appro- 
priate it to itself except in the very rare cases in which the purchaser may approach 
the State and be able to satisfy that he has a claim, that the claim is in order, and 
that it is within limitation. Notwithstanding the addition of sub-section (8) the 
amount received by the State or appropriated by the State continues to have the 
character of a tax collected which the State is not entitled to collect. 

The power to legislate in respect of sub-sections (3), (4) and (5) of section 20-A 
does not also fall under Entries, 6, 7 and 13 of List HI of the Seventh Schedule to 
the Constitution, expressly, nor can it be said that the power to legislate is neces- 
sarily incidental to the power contained in those Entries. 

(V^alidity of sub-sections (1) and (2) of section 20-A was not challenged.). 

Appeal allowed. 
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[s.c. N.c. 36.] 

M, BidayatuUah, C. J. 

J.^ C. Shah, 

Ganga Ram v. 

j {r’ The Union of India. 

'W-P- No. 124 of 1967. 

I. D. Dita, JJ. 

2-2-1970. 

Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14 and 16 (1)— Guarantee of eqnaiity of 
opportunity in matters of public emplojment— Scope —Direct recruitment and promotion 

to post of Grade I clerk in the accounts department of the Railivay estabbsliment 

Provisions for selection and fixation of seniority contained in Indian Railway Establish- 
ment Manual — ^If violative of Articles 14 and 16. 

Article 14 of the Constitution is an injunction to both tire legislative and the 
executive organs of the State and other subordinate authorities not to deny to any 
person equality before the law or the equal protection of the laws. Article 16 is 
only an ii^tance of the general rule of equality laid down in Article 14. Sub-Article 
(1) of Article 16 guarantees to every citizen equality of opportunity in matters of 
public employment thereby serving to give effect to the equality before the law gua- 
ranteed by Article^ 14. The equality of opportunity in the matter of services un- 
doubtedly takes within its fold all stages of service from initial appointment to its 
termination including promotion but it does not prohibit the prescription of 
reasonable rules for selection and promotion, applicable to all members of a classi- 
fied group. Mere production of inequality is not enough to attract the constitutional 
inhibition because every classification is likely in some degree to produce 
some inequality. The State is legitimately empowered to frame rules of classifica- 
tion for securing the requisite standard of efficiency in services and the classification 
need not be scientifically perfect or logically complete. In applying the wide 
language of Articles 14 and 16 to concrete cases a doctrinaire approach should be 
avoided and the matter considered in a practical way, of course, without whittling 
down the equality clauses. Tne classification, in order to be outside the vice of 
inequality, must however, be founded on an intelligible differentia! which on rational 
grounds distinguishes persons grouped together from those left out. The differences 
which warrant a classification must be real and substantial and must bear a just and 
reasonable relation to the object sought to bo achieved. 

The State which encounters diverse problems arising from a variety of circums- 
tances is entitled to lay down conditions of efficiency and other qualification for 
securing the best service for being eligible for promotion in its different departments. 

In the present case the object which is sought to be achieved by the provisions con- 
tained in paras 48 and 49, Chapter I, Section B and paras 16 and 20 (h). Chapter II 
of the Indian Railways Establishment Manual, is the requisite efficiency in the ac- 
counts department of the Railway establishment. The departmental authority 
is the proper judge of its requirements. The direct recruits and the promotecs to 
the post of Grade I clerks clearly constitute different classes and this classification is 
sustainable on intelligible differential which has a reasonable connection with ihe 
object of efficiency ought to be achieved. Promotion to Grade I is guided by the 
consideration of seniority cam-merit. It is, therefore, difficult to find fault vvilh llie 
provision which places in one group all those Grade H clerks who have qualified by 
passing the prescribed examination. The fact that the promotecs from Grade II 
who have officiated for some time are not given the credit of this period when a ix;r- 
manent vacancy arises also does not attract the prohibition contained in Articles 14 
and 16. It does not constitute any hostile discrimination and is neither arbitrary 
nor unreasonable. 

VJC. 


Petition dismissed. 
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I] HINDUSTAN STEEL LTD, r. STATE OF ORISSA (Shah, Ag. CJ.). 

contumacious or dishonest, or acted in conscious disregard of its obligation. Penalty 
ssnil not also be imposed merely because it is la-n-ful to do so. \^^lether penalty 
should be imposed for failure to perform a statutory- obligation is a matter of dis- 
cretion of the authority to be exercised judicially and on a considera.tion of a.li the 
relevamt circumstances. Even if a minimum penalty is prescribed, the authority 
competent to impose the penalty wall be justified in refusing to impose penal t)', svhen 
there is a. tedmical or venial breacli of the pro\-isions of the Act or -vvhere the breacli 
floss's a bona fide belief tiiat the offender is not liable to act in the manner prescribed 
by the statute. Those in charge of the affairs of the Company in failing to register 
the Company as a dealer acted in the honest and genuine belief tliat the Company 
teas not a dealer. Granting that they erred, no case for imposing penalty was made 
out. 

Liability to pay sales taxis imposed by section 4 of the Act. Every dealer whose 
gross annual turnover exceeds Rs. 10,000, is liable to pay tax during the ten quarters 
in question. The expression “dealer” was defined at the relevant time as meaning : 

“ ‘ Dealer ’ means any person who executes any contract or carries on the busi- 
ness of selling or supplying goods in Orissa whether for commission, remuneration 
or otliendse and includes any firm or Hindu joint family, and any society, club 
or association which sells or supplies goods to its membeis. 

Explanation ^ ^ ^ 

A person to be a dealer ivithin the meaning of tlic Act must carr\' on tlie business 
of selling or suppling goods in Orissa. The expression “ business ” is not defined 
in the Act. But as observed by this Court in State of Andhra Pradesh v. Abdul Bakhi 
and brotkersK 

“ The expression ‘ business ’ tlicugh extensively used is a ivord of indefinite 
import, in taxmg statutes it is used in the sense of an occupation, or profession 
whach ocaipies the time, attention and labour of a person, normally iwtli the 
object of making profit. To regard an activity as business there must be a course 
of dealings, either actually continued or contemplated to be continued t\ith a 
profit motive, and not for support or pleasure.” 

The sales tax authorities and the tribunal have held that the Company was carr)*- 
ing on business of selling or siipph-ing materials to tlie contractors and -uith that 
view the High Court agreed. The Company purchased bricks manufactured 
by its own contractors and sold the bricks to the building contractors at a flat 30 
per cent, premium over the purclrasc price in the case of “ second class bricks ” 
and 25 per cent, permium in tlie case of “ first class bricks ”. Steel, cement and 
other materials -were intially supplied at 3^ per cent, permium over tire purchase 
price paid by tire Company. It rv'as contended on behalf of the Company that merely 
because tire price charged to the contractors e'xceeded the price paid by tire Com- 
pany for acquiring the materials, motive of the Company to carrj' on business in 
building materials Rr profit, cannot be inferred. The Company, it is turc, main- 
tained no separate accounts relating to the cxpenditirre incurred by it for overhead 
and other charges in respect of tliose materials. Before the sales tax authorities 
Counsel for the Company also conceded that the Company Iiad not maint.ained 
separate accounts from which it could be proved that the trarrsactions of supply 
of bricks, cement, steel and other commodities resulted in no profit. The High 
Court obsci\*cd : 

“ It is the Stores Department of the company as a svhole which deals \s'itlr tlie 
purchase, storage and sa’c of all tire goods required botlr for acquisidon and issue 
of materials to be used for the construedon and operadon rvork of the Companv. 
♦ * * tire Company had to construct not only tire buildings but also roads 

railway's, etc., acqiure machineiy and perform other muldferious activities 
connected witli the cstablislrmcnt of steel plants and construedon of dre tou-nship. 

1. (1965) 1 S-CJ. 297: (1965) 1 An.WR. 

(S C.) 29: (1965) 1 M.LJ. (S.C.) 29: (1964) 7 
SCJ — 41 


S.e.R. 664. 
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Tliere is nothing in the statement to show that the Company had at any time 
even contemplated tJie allocation of the total expenditure incurred for the main- 
tenance of its Stores Department between the expenditure incurred in respect 
of tlic goods namely bricks, cement, steel, etc, and other goods. If such alloca- 
tion was not even contemplated, it -u-ill be unreasonable to say that when these 
goods rvere sold to the building contractors at the prices mentioned above, the 
intention of tlie Company was merely to utilise the difference in price to meet 
■ the overhead charges in respect of these articles and that there rvas no profit- 
making motive.” 

It is unfortunate that in submitting the statement of case the Tribunal stated no 
facts at all, and merely submitted the question which was submitted by the Com- 
pany and the question which, in the view of the Tribunal, arose out of the order. 
Even in the order deciding the appeal, the facts found on which the conclusion 
was based were not clearly set out. The Tribunal observed that though the primary 
object of the Company was to establish a steel plant, tire Memorandum authorised 
the Company to carry on “ any trade or business ” that it thought rvould be con- 
ducive to its interest, observed the Tribimal: 

“Judged in this light one caimot find an>dhing urong if in the initial stages 
when construction rTOrks were going on, the Company thought it prudent that 
instead of keeping its employees idle and bearing the cost of maintenance rsithout 
any return, utilised them in some subsidiary business which would promote the 
interest of the Company and bring some return. With that end in view the com- 
pany could as well have brought contractors to manufacture bricks in its lands, 
purchased the same from them, purchased cement, coal and other materials from 
dealers, opened a stores department and kept those materials so procured in its 
stores and tliereafter effected sales of the materials to outsiders including its 
contractors. The Company knew that for speedy construction of its builefings 
and factor}’’ the contractors tvould require these materials and so the Company 
would not lose if it entered into such business. Rather that business -tvouldbein 
the interest of the Company. If the Company had no idea to enter into any 
business, there was no reason rvhy it should have brought contractors to manu- 
facture bricks, purchased the entire stock from them, stocked the same and there- 
after sell the same to its building contractors.” 

But in so obsersing a ver>- important piece ofeVidence appears to have been ignord 
by the Tribunal. Annexed to tlie form of the tender submitted by the contractors 
there are certain “ general rules and directions for the guidance of contractois.” 
Paragraphs 8 stated : 

“ The memorandum of work tendered for, and die schedule of materials to 
be supplied by the H.S. Ltd., and their issue rates, shall be filled in and completed 
in tlie office of the Divisional Officer before the tender form is issued. If a form is 
issued to an intending tenderer vdthout having been so filled in as completed he 
shall request the office to have this done before he completes and delivers his 
tender.” 

Then following the conditions of contract of wliich condition No. lo is 
material ; it states — 

“If the specification or estimates of the work provides for the use of any special 
description of materials to be supplied from the Engineer-in-Cliargc’s store, or if it 
• is required that the contractor shall ■use certain stores to be prowded by the 
Engineer-in-Gharge (such materials or stores, ar.d the prices to be charged 
tlierefbr as hereinaftermentioned being so far as practicable for the convenience of 
the contractor, but not so as in any way to control tlic meaning of effect of this 
contract specified in the schedule or memorandum hereto annexed), tlic contractor 
shall be supplied with such materials and stores as required from time to time 
to be used by lum for the purpose of tlic contract only, and the value of the 
full quantity of materials and stores so supplied at tlic rates specified in the said 
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schedule or memorandum may be set-ofiF or deducted from any sums then due, or 
thereafter to become due to the contractor under the contract, or otherwise or 
against or from the security deposit. All materials supplied to the contractor 
shall remain the absolute propeiTy of the Company, and shall not on any account 
be removed from the site of the work, and shall at all times be open to inspection 
by the Engineer-in- Charge. Any si\ch materials imused and in perfectly good 
condition at the time of the completion or determination of the contract shall be 
returned to the Engineer-in-Charge’s store, if by a notice in writing under his 
hand he shall so require ; 

Attached to the tender form is the schedule which recites : 

“ Recover^' of rates of materials to be supplied by H.S.Ltd., for the work of: 

(1) Construction of brick masonary compound wall around plant area. 
Northern section Length 2.4 miles. 

(2) Construction of brick masonarj' compound wall around plant area. 
Southern section Length 2-30 miles. 

(3) Construction of brick masonary compound wall around' plant area. 
Marshalling ^-ard section Length 4.15 miles.” 

It is followed by a table which sets out the Serial -No. of the articles to be 
gupplied, description of materials unit, rate and place of delivery. 

It is clear from the terms of the tender and the schedule annexed thereto that 
the Company was to charge certain rates for the materials to be supplied by it. 
One of the contracts which has been produced before this Comt states under the 
head " Rate Rs. 5.94-1-3 J per cent, storage charges against “ cement in bags ”, 
Rs. 800.00 -{-3i per cent, storage charges against “ structural steel and M.S. rods ” 
and “ Rs. 41-25 for 1000 bricks ” against “ first class bricks ”. Apparently 3^ per 
cent, over the specified rate was agreed to be paid by the contractors as storage 
charges in respect of cement and structural steel and M.S. rods. No specific per- 
centage was set out in respect of the bricks and an inclusive price ^vas made charge- 
able. 

Relring upon the terms of the schedule. Counsel for the Company contends that 
the contractors and the Company expressly agreed that 3^ per cent, over the agreed 
price of the goods was chargeable as storage clrarges. It is common ground that the 
rate mentioned againt cement and structural steel is the price at which the goods 
were purchased by the Company. If the Company was charging a fixed percentage 
on the price paid by it for procming such goods for storage and other incidental 
charges, it would be difficult to resist the conclusion that the Company was not 
carrying on the business of selling cement and structural steel. There is of course 
no statement in the schedule that the price cliarged by the Company in excess of the 
price paid by tire Company to its contractors for bricks was in respect of storage 
charges. 

But neither tlic Tribunal nor the High Court has referred to this important piece 
of evidence and we arc unable to decide these appeals unless ivc have an additional 
statement of facts in tlic light of the relevant evidenre as to whether the excess charged 
over and above the price which the Company paid for procuring Cement and Steel 
(expressly called storage charge) and bricks %vas intended to be profit. If the 
Company agreed to charge a fixed percentage above the cost price, for storao-e, 
insurance and rental charges, it may be reasonably inferred that the Cornpany did not 
carry on business of supplying materials a.s a part of business activity u-itli a view to 
making profit. 

The Tribunal’s statement ofease is held and in recordirgits findings the Tribunal 
ha3 ignored a very important piece of e\-idcncc. To enable us to anssver the qv.estions 
rcfciTcd, it is necessary that tlic Tribunal should be called upon to submit a supple- 
mentary statement of the case on tlie questiPns ^\•hed^c^ the Companv charged anv 
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profit apart from the storage charges for supplying cement and structural steel, and 
rvlmther the difference between tlie price charged to tlie contractors and the price 
paid by the Company to its suppliers for bricks rvas not in respect of storage and 
otlier incidental charges. The Tribunal to submit the supplementary statement of 
care to tliis Court, rsatliin three months from the dateon rvhlch the papers reach the 
Tribunal. 

S.V.J, Supplemcntaiy statement of case called for. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDM. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

PRESE^^■ : — J.C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. Ramastvami ahd A,N. Grover JJ. 
Hargovind . . Appellant* 

V. 

Aziz Ahmad Khan and another ^ . . Respondents. 

Administration of Evacuee Prop<rlj Ordinance {XXVII of 1949I, section 38 
(i) and the Adminblralior. of Evacuee Property Act {XXXI of 1950), sections, 
2 (d) (i) and 40 (i) — Scope — “Evacuee^’, meaning of— Transferor becoming an 
evacuee after the transfer — Custodian declining to corfrm the transfer — Transfer, f has 
become infective. 

Under tire Administration of Evacuee Property ordinance as reell as under the 
Act, transfer of property rvas ineffective unless confirmed by the Custodian even if 
it was made by a person who became an evacuee after the date of the transfer. 
It was not necessary that tlie property should have been declared or notified to be 
-evacuee property before the aforesaid provisions were attracted. Under section 
40 (il of the Act, the transfer was to be ineffective in botli eventualities ; (i) if the 
transferor became an evacuee ivithin the meaning of section 2 after the transfer 
or (2) if the transferor’s property had been declared or notified to be evacuee pro- 
perty. Aziz Ahmed Khan became an evacuee within the meaning of the definition 
of “ evacuee It was necessaiy, therefore, for the appellant to liave obtained the 
confirmation of the custodian in respect of the transfer which had been made by 
Aziz Ahmed Khan in his favour of the properties in question. The Addition^ 
■custodian declined to confirm the transfer and thus the condition precedent for 
the transfer to become effective remained unsatisfied. It was incumbent on the 
appefiant to obtain the confirmation order before he could ask for any further 
steps to be taken by the Courts in the matter of execution and registration of the 
transfer deed. Under section 39 of the Central Ordinance XX\'TI of 1940, no 
document could be registered of the nature mentioned in section 38 unless the custo- 
dian had confirmed the transfer. Similar provisions were contained in section. 40 
of the Central Act XXXI of 1950. The prayer in the Execution Application 
that the Court might grant assistance “ by execution of sale deed under the enab- 
ling para. 5 of the decree” could not be entertained or acceded to by the Execut- 
ing Court. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Decree dated tlie 2nd May, 
1961 of the AllaJiabad High Court in Execution First Appeal Xo. ic of 1954- 

Jiounit Lai, Advocate, for Appellant. 

Dr. V.A. Seyid Muhammad, Senior Advocate {fJP. Nayar, Advocate, with him), 
for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court vs'as delivered by 

Grover, J . — -This is an appeal by Special Leave from a judgment of the 
Allahabad High Court confirming the order of the District Judge dismissing an 
Execution Application filed fay the appellant. 


OA. No- 3SI of 1965. 


Sth AusoJU 1959. 


325 


I] HASGOVIND V. AZIZ AHMAD KHAN (GrOVer, /.)• 

On i6tk June,_ 1948, the appellant entered into an agreement ^-dth Aziz Ahmed 
Khan respondent No. i for the sale of certain properties comprising houses and plots 
in the to\s-n of Bareilly. The sale consideration of Rs. 1,45.000 ^ras stated to have 
been already paid by the appellant to the vendor. Subsequently disputes arose 
beUveen the vendor and the appellant regarding the completion of "the sale. These 
disputes were referred to the arbitration of Shri R.R, Agarwal who gave an award on 
30th August, 1949, svhich -tvas made a rule of the Court on 30th November, 1949. 
A decree on the basis of the award was granted in favour of the appellant. 

Sometime after 22nd November, 1949, the vendor Aziz Ahmed Khan left India 
for Pakistan. On 7th December, 1950, the appellant moved the Deputy Ccstodian 
(Judicial) Meerut Circle for confumation of the transfer under section 38 of the Admi- 
nistration of Evacuee Property Ordinance (XX\TI of 1949) or under 
section of the Administration of Evacuee Properts- Act, 1950 (XXXI 
of 1950). On 9th May, 1951, the Deputy Custodian accorded confirmation. The 
Additional Custodian, however, took szio tnotu action in exercise of his revisional 
jurisdiction and set aside the order passed by the Deputy Custodian. On 4th April, 
1 952, the appellant filed an application for execution of the decree passed on the basis 
of the award. On loth May, 1952, objections were filed on behalf of the Custodian 
to the execution. The District Judge held that tlie award made on 30th August, 
1949, could not have the efiect of transferring the properties as the approval of the 
Collector had not been obtained imder the notification dated 29th July, 1949, 
which had been issued under section 26 of U.P. Administration of Evacuee Property 
Ordinance I of 1949 and that on the date of the decree the transfer of properties 
could not be effected unless confirmed by the Custodian. It -was held by him that 
no interest by svay of charge in favour of the appellant had been created on the pro- 
perties in dispute. He was further of the view that section 17 (i) of the Central 
Act XXXI of 1950 created a bar to execution of the decree. The Execution applica- 
tion was consequently dismissed. 

The appellant filed an appeal to the High Court which was dismissed. Then 
die appeal came up for hearing before this Court on 22nd February, ig68, it was con- 
sidered expedient to have further findings on certain points. The following questions 
were therefore framed and remitted to the High 0 >urt for that purpose. 

(1) the date on svhich Aziz Ahmed Khan migrated to Pakistan. 

(2) ■\Vhetlier the properties of Aziz Ahmed Khan vested in tlie Custodian 
of Evacuee Proeperty under U.P. Ordinance I of 1949 or Central Ordinance XII 
of 1949 as made applicable to the State of U.P. by U.P. Ordinance XX of 1949 or 
under the Central Ordinance XXVII of 1949 or under Central Act of 1950. 

The High Court remitted these matters to the District Judge. His finding on the 
first question was that Aziz Ahmed Khan had migrated to Pakistan on some date 
after 22nd November, 1949. On the second question he found that Aziz Ahmed 
Khan’s properties did not vest in the Custodian of Evacuee property under any 
of the Ordinances or under the Central Act XXXI of 1950. Certain addition^ 
evidence was produced before the High Court. The High Court expressed agree- 
ment with the conclusions of the District Judge on both the points. It may be men- 
tioned tliat on certain subsidiarj- points the learned District Judge had also found 
that it had not b^en proved that a valid declaration under section 7 (i) of the 
Central Ordinance XXVII of 1949 or of the corresponding provision in tlic Central 
Act XXXI of 1950 -was made for declaring Aziz Aluned I^an an evacuee. In the 
opinion of the learned Judge such a declaration ^'.'as ncccssar\- if his properties were 
to be declared cvacacc properties. 

In ^■iew of tlic findings which have been returned by tiic High Court on the 
points referred, it has been contended on behalf of the appellant that there could be 
no bar to the execution of the decree which was based on the award. It is pointed 
out that on the conclusions at which the High Court has noiv arrived the properties 
of Aziz .Ahmed Khan were never declared to be evacuee properties either under the 
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Central Ordinance XXVII of 1949 or tlie Central ActXXXI of 1950, and they could 
not Vest in the Cristodian unless they had been declared after appropriate proceed- 
ings. It is urged tliat the decree in favour of tlie appellant was of the nature of a 
decree passed in a suit for specific performance. The Court could and should have 
executed a co.iveyance in favour of the appellant since Aziz Ahmed Khan ^s•as no 
longer available or was refusing to do so and the confirmation of the Custodian 
could be obtained before the registration was effected. According to the Counsel 
for the appellant the additional Custodian had declined to confirm the transfer 
at tire previous stage because there was no deed of sale or transfer. 

Counsel for the respondent has drawn attention to a decision of this Court 
in Azitnumssa and othsrs v. The Deputy Custodian Evacuee Froperties, District Deoria and 
vlh;rs\ in which the effect of the declaration of U.P. Ordinance I of 1949 to be invalid 
by the Courts came up for consideration, as also of the subsequent evacuee legis- 
lation namely. Central Ordinance XXVII of 1949, Central Act XXXI of 1950 and 
the Administration of Evacuee Property (Amendment) Act, i960. It appears, to 
have been held in that case that the property which had vested under the. U.P. 
Ordinance I of 1949 continued to vest in the Custodian notwithstanding the fact 
that High Couit of Allahabad in Azimunnissf. end others v. Assistant Custodian^ held 
the vesting to be invalid. This was the result of the introduction of section 8 (s-a)] 
in the Central Act of 1931 by the Central Amendment Act I of i960. In the present 
case, however, Aziz Ahmed Khan mi^ated to Paldstan after 22nd November, 1949. 
At that point of time it vyas Central Ordinance XXVII of 1949 which was in force. 
It appears highly doubtful that the respondent could take advantage of the provisions 
of automatic vesting contained in U.P. Ordinance i of 1949. 


There is, however, a serious hurdle in the way of the appellant ev’en when the 
provisions of central Ordinance XX\TI of 1949 or the Centr^ Act XXXI of 1950 
are taken into consideration. Section 38 (i) of tliat Ordinance provided that no 
transfer of any right or interest in any property after the 14th day of August, 1947 
by or on behalf of an ev'acuee or by or on behalf of a person who had become an 
ev'acuee after the date of the Kansfe^ shall be effectiv'e so as to confer any rights or 
remedies on the parties to such transfer imless it v\-as confirmed by the Custodian. 
The provisions of section 40 of the Central Act XXXI of 1950 were similar though 
there was a certain chan^ in the language. Sub-section f i) of that section was in 
the foUovsing terms : 

“ No transfer made after the 14th day of August, 1947, but before the 7th day 
of May, 1954, by or on behalf of any person in any manner -n-hatsoev'er of any 
property belonging to him shall be effoctiv'e so as to confer any rights or remedies 
in respect of the transfer on the parties thereto or any person claiming under 
them or either of them, if, at any time after the transfer, the tranforor becomes an 
evacuee ^nthin the meaning of section 2 or the property of the taransferor is 
. declared or notified to be evacuee property within the meaning of this Act, unless 
the transfer is confirmed by the Custodian in accordance with the provisions of 
this Act.” 

Under both these enactments transfer of propeity was ineffective unless confirmed 
by the Custodian even if it was made by a person who became an evacuee after the 
date of the transfer. It was not necessary that the propertv' should hav'e been 
declared or notified to be evacuee property^ before the aforesaid provuions were 
attracted. Under section 4c (1) of the Act, the transfiar was to be incffimtiv'c in both 
eventualities ; fi) if the transferor became an evacuee \dthin the meaning of section 
2 after the transfer or (2) if the transferor’s property" had been declared or notified to 
be evacuee property. It is abundantly clear that if Aziz Ahmed Khan became an 
evacuee even after "the transfer, section 38 (x) of the Ordinance and setion 40 ([) of 
the .Act became applicable. One of the meanings of the svord ‘ cvacucc as 
^ven in the definition in section 2 (d) of the Ordinance and of the Act rvas : 

J. (1562) 1 S.CJ. 324 : (1961) 2 S.C.R. 91. 
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Section 2 {d) (i) “ evaciiee ” means any person, who, on account of the setting 
up of the Dominions of India and Pakistan or on account of civil disturbances or 
the fear of such disturbances Iea\-es or has, on or after the rst day of March, 1947, 
left any place in a Province for any place outside the territories now forming 
part of India.” 

Aziz Ahmed Khan became an evacuee within the meaning of the above definition. 
It \ras necessar\', therefore, for the appellant to have obtained the confirmation 
of the Custodian in respect of the transfer which had been made by Aziz Ahmed 
Klian in his favour of the properties in question. The Additional Custodian declined 
to confirm the transfer and thus the condition precedent for the transfer to become 
effecti\'e remained unsatisfied. It is significant that even in the award which 
formed the basis of the decree it had been provided “ the second party (Aziz Ahmed 
Khan ) is hereby directed to execute the necessary documents in respect of the trans- 
fer by him of the properties referred to above wdthin one month from the date of the 
receipt of the confirmation or approval according to la\v failing -which the first party- 
will, at his option, get the same executed and registered through Court on the basis of 
this aw’ard which would be made a rule of the Court. Therefore according to the 
award the confirmation or appi oval of the Custodian had to be obtained before the 
transfer documents were to be executed and completed in accordance with law. [t 
was incumbent on the appellant to obtain the confirmation order before he could ask 
for any further steps to be taken by the Courts in the matter of execution and regis- 
tration of the transfer deed. Under section 39 of the Central Ordinance XXVII of 
1949 no document could be registered of the nature mentioned in section 38 unless 
the Custodian had confirmed the transfer. Similar provisions %rere contained in 
section 40 of the Central Act XXXI of 1950. The prayer in the Execution Appli- 
cation that the Court might grant assistance by execution of sale deed under the 
enabling para 5 of the Decree ” could not be entertained or acceded to by the 
Executing Court. 

There is one matter, however, on which we \v’ould like to express no vievs" and 
leave it open to the app<^ant to take such steps as he may be advised. Para. 6 of 
the award which became part of the decree was as follow’s : — 

“The claim of the first party for this transfer and exchange consideiation 
in Rs. 1,50,000 (one lac fifty thousand) on account of all principal money and 
interest and other expenses calculated to date against the second party Sri Aziz 
Ahmed Khan, rs’hich the second party w'iU pay with interest at 12 per cent, per 
annum in case the transaction and transfer of tlie properties referred to above in 
favour of the first party Sri Sardana is not confirmed or appro\-ed in any -way’ and 
for any other reasons whatsoever. 

Sri Sardana will force the payments against the properties referred to al»ve and 
these properties are here by- charged with this claim and Sri Sardana ^vill have 
his remedies to enforce the payment of the above claim against all other properties 
of the second party’ and also againt his person.” 

The High Court in the judgment imdei' appeal dealt with this question as if the 
chaise -\\as on the e\acuee property. On the reasoning -which has been pressed 
before us about tlie necessity of a dcclamtion under the provisions of Central Ordi- 
nance XXSTI of 1949 or Central Act XXXI of 1950 this part of the judgment docs 
not app>ear to be correct. 'We would, however, refrain from expressing any final 
opinion as in fairness to botli sides thfr question should be left for being decided, if 
t^cn, in appropriate proceedings including proceedings before the Executing Court. 

^\fith the above observations the appeal is dismissed but in victv of the entire 
circumstances we make no order as to costs. 

V.M.K. 


Appeal dismPsed. 
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(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.! 

Present : -J, C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. 
GroverJJ. 

Chanan Singh and anothei' 

V. 


Rajiaswajh and a. N. 
. . Appellants* 


Smt.JaiKaur _ Respondmt. 

Punjab ’Pre-emption Act (7 of 1913), cj- ammded by the Punjab Pre-emption Amendment 
Act, i960 and by Punjab Act {XIJI of 1964), section 15 {2)— Interpretation— In the 
son or daughter of suchfcmalef meaning of— Right of pre-emption, if would vest in 
the son or daughter of the husband from another wife—Rectroactive intention, if could 
be attributed to the Icghlatme. 


A close analysis of paiagraphs (First) and (Secondly) of clause (b) of sub- 
section (2) of section 15 of tlie Punjab Pre-emption Act before the amendment 
introduced by Punjab Act XIII of 1964 would demonstrate that the Amendment 
Act of 1964 ts'as merely of a clarificatory or declarator^' nature. Even in the 
absence of the words [“husband of the ”] wliich were inserted by the Amendment 
Act of 1964 between the svords “ such ” and “ fema’e ” in section 15 (2) (b) tlie 
only possible interpretation and meaning of the -words “ in the son or daughter 
of such female ” could have reference to and cover the son or daugnter cf the 
husband of the female. The entire scheme of sub-section (2) section 15 is that 
tlie right of pre-emption has been confined to the issues of the last male holder 
from, -whom the property svhich has been sold came by inheritance. The pre- 
dominant idea seems to be that the property must not go outside the line of the 
last male holder and the right has been given to his male lineal decendants. 
It -would follow that under claused (b) the right of pre emption -leould vest firstly 
in tlie son or daughter of the husband of the female meaning. There by either 
her o^v-n off-spring from the husband -whom she has succeeded or the son or 
daughter of tliat husband evenf rom another ivxfe. In riew of this, there is no 
diflSculty in attributing a retroactive intention to the legislature when the Amend- 
. ment Act of 1964 was enacted. 

Appeal by Special Leave from tlie Judgment and Decree dated the 31st AugusU 
1965 of the Punjab High Court in Letter Patent Appeal No. 91 of 1961. 

Harbans Singh, Advocate, for Appellants. 

Bishan Narain, Senior Advocate (S. K. Mehta, Advocate of Mfs. K. L. Mehta & 
Co,, -vrith liim!, for Respondent. 

The Judgment of tlie Court was delivered by 

Grover, J. — Tliis is an appeal by Special Leave from a Judgment of a divisio*t 
bench of die Punjab High Court decreeing die suit filed by the respondent foT 
possession of certain land by pre-emption. 

The facts may be shortly stated: Santa Singh -\vas die owner of some land in 
village Samadh Bhai, tehsil Moga. He died leaving a -iridow Shrimati Soblii. 
He a'so left a daughter Shrimati Jai Kaur from his other ivife. On 3rd February--, 
1958, Smt. Sobhi sold 73 kanals 14 marlas of land to the appellants, the sale consi- 
deration mentioned in die sale deed being Rs. 8,000. Smt. Jai I^ur filed a suit 
for possession by pre-emption of the land which had been sold b\' Smt. Sobhi. 
According to her a consideration of Rs. 4,000 only had been paid by the vejidcc. 
The trial Court decreed the suit in May, 1959 granting a decree for possession on 
payment of Rs. 6,500 togedier -with costs. The Second Additional Judge to ts-hom 
an appeal was taken dismissed it. In the High Court die learned Single Jtidgc 
took die view that Smt. Jai Kaur not being the daughter of die vendor Smt. Sobhi 
had no right of pre-emption under section 15 (2) of die Punjab Pre-emption Act, 


C.A. No. 774 of 1966. 


llth August, 1969. 
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1913 ^ amended by the Punjab Pre-emption Amendment Act, i960. The suit 
was dismissed. Smt. Jai Kaur filed an appeal under clause i o of the Letters Patei t 
of the High Court. Relrdng on an amer dment made by the Punjab Pre-emption 
Amendment Act, 1964 in the first paragraph of clause (b) of sub-section (2) ofi 
section 15 of the Punjab Pre-emption Act, hereinafter called the Act, the Division 
Bench reversed the judgment of the Single Judge and decreed the plaintiff’s suit. 

The relevant provisions of the statute may now be noticed together with the 
am^dments made in i960 and 1964. Section 15 of the Act was substituted by 
section 4 of tlie Amendment Act, i960. According to the substituted section the 
right of pre-emption in respect of agricultural land and village immoveable property 
shall vest thus: 

‘•'CO 

(2) IMotwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (i), — 

(0 where the sale is by a female of land or property to which she 
has succeeded through her father or brother or the sale in respect of sucli land or 
property is by the son or daughter of such female, after inheritance, the right of 
pre-emption shall vest, — 

(i) if the sale is by such female, in her brother or brother’s son; 

(if) if the sale is by the son or daughter of such female, in the mo tilers’” 
brother or the mother's brother’s sons of the vendor or vendors;” 

By the Amendment Act, 1964 in the first paragraph of section 15 (2) (b) between 
the words “ such ” and l^ale ” the words husband of the ” svere inserted. 
The result was that after the amendment the portion of clause (b) relevant for 
our purpose ivas to read as follows: 

“ FIRST, in the son or daughter of such husband of the female.” 

Now if the Amendment Act of 1 964 could be r^arded as having retrospective opera- 
tion so as to affect pending proceedings there can be no dispute that the judgment 
of the division bench ivas right and must be affirmed. The contention which has 
been raised on behalf of the appellants is that there is no indication in the Amend- 
ment Act of 1 964 that it ivas to have retrospective operation and therefore the amend- 
ment made by it should be deemed to be only prospective. It may be mentioned 
that by section 6 of the Amendment Act of i960 a new section 31 -was inserted in 
the Act. That section provided; 

“ no Court shall pass a decree in a suit for pre-emption ivhether instituted 
before or after the commencement of the Punjab Pre-emption Amendment Act 
of i960 ivliich is inconsistent uith the prolusions of the said Act.” 

In Jiam Samp v, Mtinshi and others'^, tliis Court held that the language 
used in section 31 ivas comprehensive enough so as to require an appellate Coiurt 
to give effect to the substantive provisions of the Amending Act ivhetlier the appeal 
before it ivas one against a decree granting pre-emption or one refusing that relief. 
Although section 31 was inserted in the Act for all times tlie phrasedlog>’ employed 
therein does not shoiv that its language was meant to cover tliosc amendments 
wliich -would be made subsequent to the Amendment Act of i960. The word 
‘‘ said ” can have reference in the context only to the enactment of i960 and to no 
other. It \\ould not be legitimate for the Courts to give an extcr.dtd effect to a 
provision -^vliich has retrospective operation unless tlie language used and -^vords 
employed -warranted such a course being follo-i\-cd. That does not appear to be 
the case here. 

It appears to us that the Amendment Act of 1964 -ivas merely of a clarificatory 
or dcclaratorv- nature. Even in the absence of tlie \s-ords -\vliich -ivere inserted by 
the Amendment Act of 1964 in section 15 (2) (^) the only possible interpretation 
and meaning of tlie -words “ in the son or daughter of such female ” could have 
reference to and cover the son or daughter of tlie husband of the female. Tlie 
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entire i*hcme of sub-rection (2) of section 15 is that ^ 

been confined to the issu^ of the rWnitfclaSn o “n“se?tion ( 2 ) t.hoe 
has been sold came by inhentance. g from her father or brother 

the property which has b^n sold h^ come to * brother or brother’s 

by succession ■ the right Jo 

son. As has been observed in Mota Singh v. Prem PaM^aur 

dominant idea seems to be that the male^lineal descendants. Where 

male holder and the right has been right is given to the mother s 

the sale is by the son or the daughter of such ^iSv is that the persop 

brother or their sons. The principle "^^“^^Smale lineal descendant of 
on whom the right of pre-emption i so ^vith regard to clause (fl) of 

the last male holder of tire P™P^'' 7 ,f s^le is bv a female of land or pro- 
sub-section ( 2 ). Coming to clause ( 6 ) w husband or through her son in case 

perty to which she has succeeded v^fr-.her the right of pre-emption is to wst 
the son has inherited the in the husband’s broth^ 

firstly in the son or daughter of such if son or daughter of the female 

or husband’s brother’s son of such daughter from a husband other 

who has sold tlie property could refCT ^ be contrary' to the 

than the one from v.’hom the property d essentially is to vest the right of pre- 
scheme and purpose of sub-secUon ( 2 ) g h^i^er. Similarly it is unthinJcable 

emption in the lineal descendants of the last male ^ reference to a 

that a husband’s bi other or husband , j ^jj^er words it could never 

husband to whom the husband who has either died or wth 

be intended that if a female h^ had a p female has remarried and succeeded 

whom the marriage has been dissolved and Aef^ale „fher previous 

to the property of her second husband brother or t nothing 

husband should be able to claim the .fiPJ^'^pted. Ifv'ould foUow that 
whatsoever to do with the property soug P hj-gjiy }„ the son or daughter of 

under clause {b) the right .of pre^phon would v«ttoUy^i^ off-spring from the 

the husband of the female meaning there y ^ „bter of that husband even from 
husband whom she has succeeded or the son or daugnter 01 

another wife. 


• If the above discussion is kept in Amendment Act of 1964 '"'as 

retroactive intention to the legislature w or merely declares the pre- 
enacted. It is well settled Aat if a stam • btly ascribed to it than the legis- 

vious law retroactive operaUon righte and ‘ transactions. We are_ in 

lation which may piejudicia ly P"^_r^ed in a recent full bench decision 

similar point came up for consideration. rlause (b) of sub- 

“ A close analysis of paragraphs inttoduced by Punjab Act XIH 

section ( 2 ) of section 15 defore the husband of a female vendor though 

of 1964 would demonstrate ^ to pre-empt, particularly when the 

not born from her womb svoidd be enUUed^tY^^^^ that female 

husband’s brother and even the son of gjterate the right of pre-emption is 

are accorded the right of pre^puon. J^^J^kitv. the property of the 

accorded manifestly on Principle of consan^ 

female vendor being that of her b^^band, and^h^e » this alone 

of the Act”. ■ ■ " '■* 


f the Act”. - entitled to exercise her right 

The result, therefore, is ( 6 ) of sub-section (2 ) of section 15 

of pre-emption under paragraph Fust ol eJause w 

^ I.L.R. (1968) 1 Punj. 104, 120. 


1. r.L.R. (1961) Punj. 614, 627. 
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even before the amendment made in 1964. At any rate, whatever doubts existed 
they -^vere removed by the Amendment Act of 1964. which must be given retrospective 
operation. 

The appeal consequently fails and it is dismissed with costs. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Prisent: — J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. R.^maswami and A. N. Grover, JJ. 
Elalanka De^d Sansthan . . Appellant* 

The Maharashtra Revenue Tribunal, Nagpur and others . . Respondents. 

Bombay Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (Vtdarbha Region) Act (XCIX of 1958), 
sections 2 (12) and 2 ('22) — Scope — “ To cultivate personally,’^ meaning of — Idol, 
f is capable of cultivating the land personally. 

Bombay Public Trusts Act (XXIX of 1950), section 2 (18) — Scope — “ Trustee ” — 
Defirntion of- — The marager of the Sansthan (idol), if falls within the definition of 
“trustee.” 

It is uell-knotra that -ivhen property is given absolutely for the ^rorship of an 
idol it vests in the idol itself as a jurisdic person. The question, however, is 
whether the idol is capable of cultivating the land personally. 

It is difficult to accept the suggestion that the idol would be in the same 
position as a minor and therefore it can certainly cultivate the land personally 
■within the meaning of section 2 (12). Phpical or mental disability as defined 
by section 2 (22) lays emphasis on the words “ personal labour or supervision.” 
The dominant idea cf anytliing done personally or person is that the thing must 
be done by the person himself and not by or through some one else. In other 
words the intention is that the cultivation of the land concerned must be by natural 
persons and not by legal persons. 

Held also that. In the present case, the Sansthan is a private trust and is not 
governed by the provisions of the ^mbay^ Public Trusts Act. The distinction 
betsveen a manager or a Shebait of an idol and a trustee -where a trust has been 
■ created is -well recognised. The properties of the trust in law vest in the trustee 
whereas in the case of an idol or a Sansthan they do not vest in the manager or 
the Shebait. It is the deity or the Sansthan •^^•hich o\\-ns and holds the properties. 

It is only the possession and the management which vest in the manager. The 
manager or the Wahiwatdar of the Shansthan cannot, therefore, fall within the 
definition of the word “ trustee ” as given in section 2 (18) of the Bombay Public 
Trusts Act. 

Appeal by Special Ledve from the Order dated the 8th April, 1965 of tlie Bombay 
High Court, Nagpur Bench in Letters Patent Appeal No. 40 of 1965. 

Dr. ir.S. Barlingay, Senior Advocate, (R. Alahalingeir and GanpatRai, Advocates, 
ss-itli him), for Appellant. 

M. S. K. Sastri and S. P. Nayar, .A,dvocates, for Respondents Nos. 2, 3 and 5. 

M. Veerappa, Advocate, for Respondent No. 4. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Grover, J, — ^Tliis is an appeal by Special Leave from a judgment of tlic High 
Court ofBombtiy dismissing a petition under Article 227 of ffie Constitution which 
had been filed by appellant Sansthan. 

The appellant is a pri-^-ate religions Trust, which is managed by Laxman Anant 
Mulay who is described as a \Vahiwardar (Manager). The main source of income 


CA. -No. S62 of 1966. 


19th August, 1969. 
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for peiforming the several acts including the daily worship of the 

Kalanka Devi is stated to be derived from endowed agricultural land. Responds 

“ ^Thc .r„f„. is held survey No. 94 ™d, a„ arc » 3 » “res 8 gua to 

cultivation and, therefore, he should give up posse on. the tenancy 

pending but a notice under section 38 of t..e Act ivas ^ n comphed 

"vithoul prejudice to the previous pror.etjngs. 36 of the^Act 

^vith an application rvas filed on behalf of the rejected 

for possession which was opposed by respondent bio. 4 - The ^^.ho ’’could 

the application on the ground that the Sanst bv the Sub-Divisional 

cultivate the land personaUy. His appals were taken. 

Ofiicer and by the Maharashtra Rc\e..u., ^Arricle 22V of the Constitution before 
The appellant ultimately filed a petition under .^ticle 227 of the txins 

the High Court ^vhich, as stated befoie,was dismissed. 

The only point ^vhich has to be detained ^ J^^^^.hiS^tSsion can be 
take advantage of the personal cultivation, 

claimed from the tenant on the ground J^^t it b r^quir P^ „ the foUow- 

Scction 2 (12) of the Act defines the words to cultivate personan> 

ing manner: , 

“Section 2 (12) “to cultivate personally ’ means to tivate on 
account — 

(i) by one’s OUT! labour, or 

OO by tholabourofanymOTberoronesfarm , 

Exphmtlwti I.—A rrfdorv or a ® fmciriiaU to 

Z S“?a'Jd “ ^Sly"Vl.“£ ^IBvar^i b, her or hb .ervan. or by 
hired labourer; 

According to tecUon a (aa) the “ pby'g'' “ 

or menJ disability by reason of "I"* o““ 4 pcrvision. The vord 

incapable of cultivating land b) pers - person who holds land on Ic^e 

“ tenant ” is defined by s^tion 2 (32) ^ 4der sections 6, 7 or 8 and a 

including a person who is deemed to tenant It is provided that die word 

person w-ho is a protected lessee or occupancy • 3 .^, 4 th termination 

landlord” shaU be construed accortogly. ^^ ^ that afnr giving 

of tenancy by landlord for culti'’a/in8 P^^^ ^j^pcbruary^ig^iyandmaking 

noticetoatenantinvTiUngatany umeon March, 1961, 

an application for possession under se«ioo 36 ^ pecupancy tenancy' if the 

tlie landlord may terminate the ^ o*er ^n Sub-section (3) 

landlord bona fide requires the & terminated- 

^ves the conditions subject to which the tenancy 

Now it is v-cll-known that when proper g ^ J^^ed out in Muklmrjca’s 

P'Vr./i„ .he ra»c 
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1 “ Tt has a iuridical states -vsith the power of suing and being 

a natural person. it J ^as the deity m bus charge and 

sued. Its interests are attend po^^-ers wliich ivould, in such circumstances, 

.vho is in law its manage^ with ^ of an infant heir.” The question, 

<>n analogi.% be given ^pab^e of ci-Jtivatirg the land personally. The 

however, is anne'lant is that under Explanation I in section 2 

argument raised on behalf of PPp phy^sical or mental disability shall 

(xl) of the Act a S^ally ?f7t is estivated by the servants or by 

be deemed to ^ i^dsTi idol or a Sansthan that would fall wathin the 

hired labours. can well be regarded to be subject to a physical 

meaning S can be cultivated on its behalf by servants or lured 

or mental disabihty and land j .^^-puld be m the same posi- 

labourers. ^ It is * p^rtainly cutlivate the land personally within the meaning 

tion as a minor and it P^n ^rtmn > suggestion that the case of the appel- 

of section 2 ( 12 ). ^ I ?n section 2 ( 12 ). Ph>-sical or m^tal 

lant would fall within , j emphasis on the words “personal labour 

disabiUty as H-htly pointed out in Shri Kesheoraj Deo Sansthan, 

or supervision. ^ ^therD in which an identically similar point came up 

Karanja v. Bapyrao ^ ^ j^ea of anything done person^ly or person is 

for censiderauon, the domna | himself and not by or through some one 

Sst passage in that judgment at page 593 explains 

th^whole position correctly: _ 

the lecdslative intent clearly is that in order to 
“It should thus appear , ? ^on tliere must be established a direct 

- claim a cultivation as a P^^^e^^ch a claim, and the agricultural processes 
nexus bete-een iJ^d In other words, all the agriculturd operado^, 

or activities cam^ ,h ' liired labour or workers must be under the 

though allowed to ^e ^^^^S^eSit of the landlord. It is in that sense 
direct supervision, control, be understood. In other words, 

that the words „ervision under the tliird category of personal 

the requirement^ of pmon ^^P r.ot admit of an intermediary 

cultivation pro^ded for j bourer, who can act as agent of the landlord for 
between the landlord and the ,,o,ter. If that is not possible m 

supervnsir.g tlie fPXrvvfdo not^^ hSw it is possible in the case of another 
£XdSvS»e ’the !a,.dIord in latter ease it a jnrisd.c petaon. 

In other tvorda tlte intenhon is .that d,e cnltivaUon of the land coneomed must be 
by Batumi persona and not by legal pemona. 

n terded that in the provisions of the Berar Regulation of 

It lias next been contended ^^ 3 Pof charitable nature were included 

Agricultural Leases Act, 195 ’ P j b-ojn ^ tenant on the ground of personid 
■^ong those who could provisions of a repealed statute wluch 

Svltion. It is not possible to sec how p^ovijo« the 

was no longer in force, aftCT ^^Maharashtra Rerenue Tribunal and others^, 

..mrw.n'int The decision m Ishwaraas . „„™--ilant In that case it was said 

h^^so been referred to by Public Tm^ Act. a trustee ha- been defined 

Siat under section 2 ( 18 ) or in association vnth oth^ persons the 

oc Tneanm-i- a person m whom atl.ci alone o definition the pro- 

Su“7rop?rty is vested ? ?7StS: a7 he is tlic landlord imder clause 

pcrti« ofSe trusts vest in tltc mana .g be can, ask for a_surmnd^ from 


trust propel M jr trustee ana lie IS uiv.rr.rr 

pertie of the trusts vest in tltc managmg ^ ^ be can ask for a surrender from 

g'of section = *e ^"^:,bftiSt"‘7 ’personally.” In tlie preset c^e 

tenant of die 'J^Sian is a privatetrust and is not gov^ned by tiie 

it is common ground that Ja tl ^P^^ manager or die aluw atdar 

provisions of die Bombay ^ bJl wtliin the definition of the word trustee ^ 
of the Sansdian cannot, thci^ , ^ mentioned diat in Ishwardas case-, 

as given in section 2 ( 18 ) of th at Act. ^ 


1 . (1964) Mah.LJ. 5S9, 593. 


(1968) 3 S.C.R.441 : (1968) 2 S.CJ. 735. 
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Court refrained from expressing any opinion on the question whether a manager 
or a Shebait of the properties of an idol or the manager of the Sansthan can or 
cannot apply for surrender by a tenant of lands for personal cultivation. The 
distinction between a manager or a Shebait of an idol and a trustee svhere a trust 
has .been created is well recognised. The properties of the trust in law vest in the 
trustee tvhereas in the case of an idol or a Sanstlian they do not vest in the manager 
or Ae Shebait. It is the deit\' or the Sansthan ■which owns and holds tlie properties. 
It is only the possession and tlie management •which vest in the manager. 

It lias lastly been contended that the relevant proidsions of the Act which have 
the effect of debarring the appellant from claiming possession for personal cultivation 
violate the provisions of Articles, 14 and 19 (i) (/) of the Constitution. It is urged 
that discrimination is writ large betiveen animate and juristic persons •ivho fall uithin 
tlie definition of tlie word “ person.” Such a contention, however,, cannot be 
entertained in view of Article 31-A of the Constitution. The Act had received the 
assent of the President and is rendered immune from attack or challenge on the 
ground of •violation of Articles 14 or 19 of the Constitution. In Shri Mahadeo Paikajt 
Koihe Taralmal v. Ths Stale of BombnyK the constitutional validitj' of the Act its^ 
was canvassed but the challenge failed. Similarly the validity of the Bombay 
Tenancy and Agricultural Lands Amendment Act, 1956, as applied to \fidarbha 
Region and Kutch Area was upheld in Sri Ram Ram Narcin Mcihi v. The Stale of 
Bombay -. 

The appeal consequently fails and it is dismissed -with costs. 


V.M.K. Apjied dismissed^ 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Original Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — ^J.C. Shah, V. Rajiaswajh and A.N. GRo^’ER, JJ. 

Digyadarsan Rajendra Ramdassji Varu ... Appellant* 

V. 

State of Andhra Pradesh and another ... Respondents. 

Andltra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious Jnstiiutions and Endoysments 
Act {XVII of 1966), sections 46 and 47 — Tiniether violative of Articles 14, 
19 (1) (/), 25 and 26 of the Constitution of India. 

It is not possible to sec how a procedural change of this nature can be regarded 
as contravening either Article 19 (1) {f) of Article 14 of the Constituticn. The 
procedure which has been laid down makes all of the proceedings before the 
Commissioner quasi-judicial. This is particularly so -where the provisions of 
section 104 of the Act are kept in view. Moreover if any order of removal is 
made that can be challenged in a Court of law and there is a further right of appeal 
to the High Court. 

There can be little or no doubt that if a mathadhipathi is of an unsound mind 
or suffers from any physical or mental defect or infirmity cr has ceased to profess 
Hindu religion or the tenets of the math or if his' case falls within clauses (d) to 
(/;) of section 46 (1), his removable would be in the interest of the general public. 
A mathadhipathi caimot possibly perform his duties either as a spiritual or a 
temporal head nor can be properly administer or manage the trust property if he 
falls within the categories mentioned in clauses (a) to {d) or has been guilty of 
breach of trust or wilful default, etc. or leads an immoral life. Even under the Civil 
Procedure Code, his removal could have been ordered in proceedings under 
section 92 for sinrilar reasons. 


]. (196!) 2 S CJ. 5S9 : (1962) I S C.R. 733. s'S C.) I ; (1959} t MXJ. (S C.H : (1959) 1 

2. (1959) S C.J. 679 : (1959) 1 An. VV.R. S.C.R. (Supr-I-iSJ. 

• W.P.No.347on96S. 


26th March. 1969. 
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T.e suspension of a ^ 

reasonable part of the , n-ndencv of an inquiry the entire purpose of 

he is allowed to fun^ion ur n^ Thrmathadhipathi, may, during the pendency 
the enquiry would be in / ^ books of account 

of the inquiry, ^o awa^ with ^of the defalcation in respect of the 

or otherwise commit acts ot PP f ^ ^ jj^ ^j^ese circumstances to make a 

Xu. section 46 not violative of Article 19 (I) (fl of the Const.tnt.oo) 

It has LndpropalShirMs iSion.” ^“good deal 

Sowed^’tofntStoSSh premises and eaercise the fnndamental right conferred 

hy Article 25 (1) of the "2,es® and (d) of Article 26 there is nothing 
As regards the etnnowers the Commissioner to interfere with 'fte 

in sections 46 and 47 jn the matter of deciding as to what rights 

autonomy of the ,dhi to the tenets of the reUgion the denomi- 

and ceremonies are ess^tial accor^ been shown that any such order has been 

nation professes or Assistant Commissioner who has been put 

made by the Commissioner or that the ^si^an ^ ^ 

in charge of the day to • ^bere there is a temporary vacancy m the office 

the Act deals only '^lA a -r disnute in regard to the right of succession 
after mathadhipathi ?^.^°ed theremas^also became the mathadhipathi has been 
to the office or the ^^asom state provisions do not take away 

suspended pending an “qui^ ^ j. j-eUgious denomination altogether 

the^right of adnmistration fro^^^ .^titled to exercise that 

und vest is for allm^rn^ry iSle and custom prevaOing m the math. 

caidthat section 47 would be hit by Article 26(0 of the 

ile/O it cannot be that ^ben mismanage- 

Couf of trust funds are involved. 

Xml mdcc Article 32 of .1.= constitution of India for enforcement of the 

Fundamental R.ghts. Advocates, for AppeUant. 

?^t.«eXri.-Advoc;.e,(ri.F.r.If».rand KFcra^esHarJUc. Advo- 
cates, 'vtith him), for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was ® ^ of the Constitution challenging, 

Grover J.— This is a petition under Art Andhra Pradesh 

inter alia, the constitutionality aud Endowine Act (XVH of 

Shareable and Hindu Rd.gmm 

1966). hereinafter called the Act mq ^jjj.^dons to the Commissioner of 

maitdamits or other 

MuR^gKimard^Ch^^^^^^^^ powers or taking action under the aforesaid 

- F,, tv the Mathadhipathi of Shri Swami Hathiramji Math 

The petitioner claims J? ^^Jbm pradesh. It is stated that this instituction 

Tripathi-Thirumallam the State of^d renowned Maths in India. 

v?a? founded several ,‘*Atb throughout the year and it is the duty of the 

Hundreds of Sadhus the visitine Sadhus with food and shelter 

Mahant as its Jes .^^th r^d to the celebration of Hindu festivals, 

''tpaoXl‘'™thl'?!;it of performance of other 
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religious functions. It is alleged that Mahant Chettandoss, the previous incumbent 
died on I8th March, 1962. On 24th March, 1962 the Commissioner took charge 
of the Math and its properties under sction 53 of the Andhra Pradesh (Andhra 
Areas) Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments Act (XIX of 1951), 
hereinafter referred to as the “ Repealed Act ”. The petitioner filed a suit on 
26th March, 1962, in the Court of the Subordinate Judge, Chittoor for a declara- 
tion that he was the rightful successor. The Commissioner was impleaded as a party 
to the suit. He also filed a revisional application under section 92 of the Repealed 
Act to the State Government. The Government disposed of the revisional applica- 
tion on 5th June, 1962. It appointed the petitioner as the interim Mahant subject 
to certain conditions which need not be mentioned. Before this order was made 
the petitioner withdrew the suit filed by him in April, 1962. Devendradoss, who was 
another claimant but who was a minor, filed a -writ petition in the High Court 
challenging the above order of the Government but the same was rejected by the 
division Bench. Devendradoss then filed certain suits for a declaration of his title. 
On 22nd August, 1964, the Commissioner made an order directing the petitioner 
to show cause why the previous order appointing him as an interim Mahant be not 
recalled. According to the petitioner this was done because the State Government 
started claiming, contrary to the rule and custom which pres'ailed in the Math, that 
the amounts received on account of Padakcinikits Qrersonal offerings) should be paid 
to the Government and not taken by the Mahant. This order was challenged bj' the 
petitioner by means of a writ petition in the High Court. The High Cotut issued a 
stay order which was later on clarified to mean that the State Government was free 
to take such further action under the Act as it considered necessar 3 ’. On 9th 
September, 1965, the State Government framed charges against the petitioner and 
directed him to furnish his explanation. The petitioner was placed under st^en- 
sion with immediate effect. It was further directed that the Assistant Commissioner, 
Tirupathi should take charge of the Math and its affairs. Meanwhile another 
climant Bhagwandoss filed a suit on 29th September, 1965, claiming title to the gaddi 
in his own right. The writ petition which had been ^ed by the petitioner was allowed 
by the High Court on 8th November, 1966. The matter ultimately came up in appeal 
to this Court, the judgment being reported in Secretary, Eoir.e {Endowments) 
Andltra Pradesh v. Digyadarsan Rajindra Ram DasjP. The jud^ent of the High 
-Court was affirmed. The High Court had held that the petitioner had succeedc;d 
to the office of the Mahant or the death of Chetandoss on 18th March, 1962, in his 
own right. This Court concurred in that view and observed that the mere circum- 
stance that the ’ Government had also passed an order appointing him as the 
interim Mahant could not take away' his right to function as a trustee on the basis 
of his original right. It followed that the Government had no jurisdiction to pass 
an order placing him under suspension as that virtually amounted to a removal of 
the trustee of the Math which could only be done in the manner provided by section 52 
of the Repealed Act. 

The Act received the assent of the President on 6lh December, 1966, and was 
enforced with effect from 27th January, 1967. On 30th May. 1967, the petitioner 
filed a petition undei Article 226 of the Constitution in the Higli Court for declaring 
the present impugned provisions of the Act as idtra vires. The petition was dis- 
missed in limine as premature. An appeal to the Letters Patent bench failed. On 
-coming to know that certain orders were going to be passed against the petitioner 
whereby charges on various matters were to be prefi rred and an inquiry made and 
that the suspension of the petitioner from Mahanthip was going to be ordered, the 
present petition was ffied under Article 32 of the Constitution in October, 1968. In 
this petition, apart from challenging the provisions of the Act a case of mala fide 
action has been sought to be made out against the respondent. In the order which 
was made by the Government on 18th November, 1968, as many as 14 ejarges have 
been preferred against the petitioner and his suspension as been duly ordered. The 


I. (1968) I S.C.J. 627: (1968) IM.LJ. (SC.) S.C.R. 891. 
•94 : (1968) 1 An. W.R. (S.C.) 94 : (1967) 3 
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Assistant Commissioner Endowments Department has been directed to attend to 
the day-to-day administration of the Math temporarily and its Endowments until 
the disposal of the inquiry. 

Now the Act has been enacted to consolidate and amend the law relating to 
the administration and governance of charitable and Hindu reh'gious institutions and 
endowments in the State of Andhra Pradesh. Chapter I contains the definitions of 
various expressions used in the Act including the word “Commissioner” Chapter II 
provides for the appointment of Commissioner Joint Commissioners, etc., and give 
their powers and functions. Chapter HI deals with administration and manage- 
ment of charitable and Hindu religious institutions and endowments. Chapter IV 
provides for registration of such institutions and endowments. Section 42 in 
Chapter V defces the word “ mathadhipathi” to mean any person whether known 
as Mahant or by any other name, in whom the admim'stration of a Math or specific 
endo^vment attached to a math are vested. Sections 46 and 47 are in the following 
terms : 

“ 46. (1) The Commissioner may suo mota or on an application of two or 
more persons having interc-st, initiate proceedings for removing a mathadhipathi 
or a trustee of a specific endowment attached to a Math, if he — 

(a) is of unsound mind ; 

(b) is sufiering from any physical or mental defect or infirmity which renders 
him unfit to be mathadhipathi, or such trustee ; 

(c) has ceased to profess the Hindu lehgion or the tenets of the math ; 

(d) has been sentenced for any offence involving moral turpitude, such sen- 
tence not having been reversed; 

(e) is guilty of breach of trust or misappropriation in respect of any of the 
properties of the math ; 

(f) commits persistent and wilful default in the exercise of his pow'ers or per- 
formance of his functions under this Act. 

(g) violates any of the restrictions imposed or practices enjoined by the custom, 
usage or the tenets of the math, in relation to his personal conduct, such as 
celibacy, renundiation and the like ; 

{Ji) leads an immoral fife. 

(2) The Commissioner shall frame a charge on any of the grounds specified 

in sub-section (1) against the or trustee concerned and give him an 

opportunity of meeting such charge, of testing the evidence adduced and of 
adducing evidence in his favour. After considering the evidence adduced and 
other material before him, the Commissioner may, by order exonerate the 
/nur/wiA/pffri;/ or trustee, or remove him. Every such order shall state the charge 
framed against the mathadhipathi or the trustee, his explanation and the finding 
on such charge together with the reasons therefor : 

Provided that in the case of a math or specific endowment attached thereto 
whose annual income exceeds rupees one lakh, the order of removal passed by the 
Commissioner against the mathadhipathi or trustee shall not like effect unless it is 
confirmed by the Gownunent. 

(3) Pending the passing of an order under sub-scction (2) the Commissioner 
may' suspend the mathadhipathi or the trustee. 

(4) (fl) Any mathadhipathi or trustee aggrieved by an order passed by the 
Commissioner under sub-scction (2) may, within ninety days from the date of 
receipt of such order, institute a suit in the Court against such order. 

(6) An appeal shall lie to the High Court within ninety days from the date of 
a decree or order of the Court in such suit. 

S c J— ^3 
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Where a temporary vacaaty occurs in the office of the mathadhipathi 
and there is dilute m regard to the right of succession to such office ; or where the 
matnadliipatlii is a minor and has no guardian fit and willing to act as guardian, 
or where the mathadhipathi is under suspension under sub-section (3) of section 46, 
the Commissioner shall, if he is satisfied after malang an inquir}' in this dchalf that 
an a^angement for the administration of the math and its endoviments of the 
specific endowments, as the case may be, is necessary, make such arrangement as 
he thinks fit until the disabUitj' of the mcthadliipaihi ceases or another maihadlii- 
pathi succeeds to the office, as the case may be. 

(2) In making any such arrangement, the Commissioner shall have due 
regard to the claims, if any, of the disciples of the math. 

(3) ^ » 

Section 83 confers powers on the Government to rail for and examine the 

record of the Commissioner in respect of any proceedings not being a 

proceeding in respect ot which a suit or any appeal or apph'cation or reference to a 
Court is provided by the Act, to satisfy themselves as to the regularity of such 
proceedings or the correctness, legality or propriety of any decision or order passed 
therein and if, in any case, it appears to the Government that such decision or order 
should be modified, annulled, reversed or remitted for consideration they may pass 

orders accordingly. Under section 104 where a Commissioner makes an 

inquiry or hears an appeal under the Act, the inquirj- has to be made and the appeal 
has to be heard as nearly as may be, in accordance with the procedure applicable 
under the Code of Civil Procedure Code, 1908, to the trial of suits or the hearing of 
appeals and the provisions of the Indian Evidence Act and the Indian Oaths Act 
have also been made applicable. 

Learned Counsel for the petitioner has assailed the constitutionality of section 46 
although he has sought to read section 47 along with it so as to establish that the 
combined effect of the provisions contained in both the sections would be hit by 
Articles 14, 19 (1) (f), 25, 26 and 31 of the Constituion. Before the submissions, 
which have been made, are examined reference may be made to J7;e Commissioner, 
Hindu Religious Endomnents, Madras v. Sri Lakshmindra Jlurtha Swamiar of Sri 
Shriitr Matii^ in which the constitutionality of various provisions of the repealed Act 
was challenged. That case related to the Shirur Math which was one of the 8 maths 
situate at Udipi in the district of South Kanara. The Hindu Rchgious Endowments 
Boards functioning under the Madras Hindu Refigious Endowments Act, 1927 had 
taken action to frame a scheme for the administration of the afiairs of the math. The 
challenge in the Courts was confined to the constitutional vafidily of the repealed 
Act. B. K. Mukheqea, J., (as he then was) dealt exhaustively with the rights of a 
Mahant to hold office as well as enjoy the property of the institution. The following 
observations as pages 1019, 1020 are noteworthy : 

“ As said above, the ingredients of both office and property, of duties and 
personal interest are blended together in the ri^ts of a Mahant and the Mahant 
has the right to enjoy this property or beneficial interest so long as he is entitled 
to hold his office. To take awey this beneficial interest and leave him merely 
to the discharge of his duties would be to destroy his character as a Mahant 
altogether. It is true that the beneficial interest which he enjoys is appurtenant to 
his duties and as he is in charge of a public institution, reasonable restrictioriS can 
always be placwd upon his rights in tne interest of the public . But the n stne- 
tions w'ould cease to be reasonable it they are calculated to make him unfit to dis- 
charge the duties which he is called upon to discharge. A Mahant's duty is not 
simply to manage the temporalities of a Math. He is the head and superior of 
spritual fraternity and the purpose of Math is to encourage and foster spiritual 
training by maintenance of a competent of teachers who could impart religious 
instructions to the disciples and followers of the Math and by try to 
strengthen the doctrines of the particular school or order, of which they profess to 

1. (1954) S CJ. 335 : (1954) 1 M-LJ- 596 : (1954) S C-R. 1005. 
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t>3 adhereats. This puqiose cannot be served if the restrictions are such as would 

bring the mathadhipathi down to the level of a servant under the State department. 

It is from this standpoint that the reasonableness of the restrictions should be 

judged.” 

It was held that the Mahant was entitled to claim the protection ot Article 19 (1) 
(/). The same Shirur Math figured in another case which came up to this Court 
and the decision in which is reported in H. H. Sudhiindra Thirtha Swamiar v. Com- 
missioner for Hindu Religious and Charitable Endowments, Mysore^. There the 
constitutionality of section 52 (1) (J) of the repealed Act, as amended, war 
unsuccessfully assailed. The scheme of that section was similar to section 92 or 
the Code of Civil Procedure. The Commissioner or any two or more persons havin, 
interest or having obtained the consent in writing of the Commissioner could instis 
tutc a suit in the Court to obtain a decree for removing a trustee of a math or a specific 
endowment attached to a math for any one or more reasons given in clauses (a) to 
if) which were similar to clauses (a) to (f) of sub-section (1) of section 46 of the Act 
Whereas previously the Commissioner could only institute a suit in a Court, he has 
now been empowered under the Act by section 46 to initiate proceedings himself for 
removing a mathadipathi on the grounds mentioned in clauses (d) to (A). Clauses 
(g) and (A) are new and sub-section (2) gives the procedure for making the inquiry. 
If the mathadhipathi is aggrieved by the order made by the Commissioner, he has been 
given the right to institute a suit against such order in the Court by sub-section (4). 
The diff jrcnce, in other words, is that previously the removal could be ordered only 
by the Court but under section 46 of the Commissioner can order the removal after 
following the procedure laid down and his order is final except that it can be chal- 
lenged by means of a suit by the mathadhipathi. It also requires confirmation by 
the Government where the annual income of the math exceeds rupees one lakh. An 
additional power has been conferred on the Commissioner by sub-section (3) to 
suspend the mathadhipathi pending the passing of an order under sub-section (2). 

« 

The view which was taken in the above case was that section 52 (1) (f) of the 
repealed Act did not in efiect seek to cut down the authority of the Mahant which 
was traditionally recognized and that the said provision which authorised the insti- 
tution of a suit for removal of a Mahant where he was found to have wasted the pro- 
perty of the math or applied such funds or properly for purposes wholly unconnected 
with the institution did not amount to an unreasonable restriction upon the exercise 
of the rights of the Mahant. On behalf of the petitioner a strenuous attempt has 
been made to show that section 46 of the Act is quite different from its counterpart 
contained in the repealed Act, namely, section 52 and that the powers which have been 
conferred are clearly violative of the fundamental right to hold the office of the 
Mahant as also the property of the math. In H. H. Sitdhmdra Thirtha Swamiar's 
case''- it has beenemphaised that the Mahant by virtue of his office is under an obliga- 
tion to discharge the duties as a trustee and is answerable as such. He enjoys large 
powers for the benefit of the institution of which he is the head. He is to incur ex- 
penditure for the math i.e., for cartying on the religious w'orship for the disdples 
and for maintaining the dignity of his office but the property is attached to the office 
and the Mahant cannot incur expenditure for personal luxuty or objects incongruous 
with his position as a Mahant. Keying all this in view it is difficult to see how the 
provisions of section 46 would be riolativc of Article 19 (1) (f) of the Constitution. 
The grounds on which his removal as mathadhipathi can be ordered ha\-o been 
specifically provided and no exaction has been or can bo taken to them. The main 
attack is based on the power given to the Commissioner instead of the Court to 
make an inquiry into or try the allegations or charges against the Mahant and order 
his removal if such charges are established. It is not possible to see hov/ a procedural 
change of this nature can be regarded as contravening cither Article 19 0)(f)or Arti- 
cle 14 of the Constitution which is the other Article which has been pre-ssed into 
serv'icc. The procedure which has been laid down makes all the proceedings before 


1. (19&t) 2 S.C J. 287 : (1963) 2 S.C.R. (Supp.) 302. 
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the Commissioner quasi-judicial. This is particularly so when the provisions of 
section 104 of the Act are kept in view. Moreover if any order of removal is mads 
that can be challenged in a Court of law and there is a further right of appeal to the 
High Court. Learned Counsel for the petitioner had finall}' to build his argument on 
the provisions of sub-section (3) which give power to the Commissioner to suspend 
the inathadhipathi during the pendency of an inquiry and before any order in the 
matter of removal is made. It is pointed out that such suspension would seriously 
interfere with the numerous duties which a mathadhipurthi has to perform as the 
head of a spiritual fraternity. The petitioner, in this manner, has been debarred 
from not only managing the institution but also from carry'ing out the essential work 
which according to the tenets and custom of the fraternity he is under an obligation 
to do. For instance he cannot look after the Sadhus and other disciple who constantly 
visit the math and come for rehgious instruction there nor can he preside over 
religious functions and other periodical festivities which are held in the scat of math. 
Thus, it is urged, that there is a clear violation of Article 19 (1) (J) which guaranfer-s 
the petitioner’s right to hold and enjoy the property, apart from the interference with 
his right to practice and propagate religion and manage the affairs of the math in 
matters of religion w'hich rights are guaranteed by Articles 25 and 26 of the Consti- 
tution. 

As regards Article 19 (1) (/) it has to be seen whether the restrictions which ha^ e 
been imposed by the impugned provisions of the Act are reasonable and arc in the 
interest of the general public. There can be little or no doubt that if a niathadhipathi 
is of an unsound mind or suffers from any physical or mental defect or infirmity or 
has ceased to profess Hindu religion or the tenets of the math or if his case falls within 
clauses (d) to (/;) of section 46 (1) his removal would be in the interest of the general 
public . A mathadJiipatlu cannot possibly perform his duties cither as a spintual or 
a temporal head nor can be properly adimnistcr or manage the trust property if he 
falls within the categories mentioned in clauses {a) to (d) or has been guilty of breach 
of trust or wilful default etc. or leads an immoral life [vide clauses Cc)to (/;) of section 
46 (1)]. Even under the Civil Procedure Code, his removal could have been ordered 
in proceedings under section 92 for similar reasons. 

The suspension of a matltadhipalhi, during the inquiry', is a necessary' and 
reasonable part of the procedure which has been prescribed by section 46. If he 
is allowed to function during the pendency of an inqiry the entire purpose of the 
enquiry might be defeated. The mathadhipathi may, during the pendency of the 
inquiry, dcT away with most of the evidence or tamper w’ith the books of account or 
otherwise commit acts of misappropriation and defalcation in respect of the 
properties of the math. It is essential, therefore, in these circumstances to make a 
provision for suspending him till the inquiry concludes and an order is made either 
exonerating him or directing his removal. 

On the question whether sections 46 and 47 of the Act contravene Articles 25 
and 26, a good deal of reliance has been plarad on the observations in the first Shirur 
Math caie\ Mukheijca,J.,(ashothen was) delivering the judgment of the Court had 
examined the scope of the language of Articles 25 and 26. It was indicated by him 
that freedom of religion in our constitution is not confined to religious beliefs only; 
it extends to religious practice as well subject to the restrictions which the Consti- 
tution itself has laid dow'n- Under Article 26 (6) therefore, a religious denomination 
or orginisation enjoys complete automony in the matter of deciding as to what rights 
and ceremonies arc essential according to the tenets of the religion and no outside 
authority has any jurisdiction to interfere with its decision in such matters. More- 
over under Article 26 (d) it is the fundamental right of a religious denomination or 
its representative to administer its property in accordance with law; and the kw. 
therefore, must leave the right of administration to the religious denomination itself 
subject to such restrictions and regulations as it might choose to impose. It was 
further laid down that a law which takes aw'ay the right of administration from the 


1. (1954) S.CJ. 335 : (1954) 1 MLJ. 596 : (1954) S.C.R 1005. 



341 


I] D. R. RA5IDASSJI VARU V. STATE OF A. P. (GrOver, J.). 

hands of a religious denomination altogether and vests it in any other authority would 
amount to a violation of the right guaranteed under clause (d) cf Article 26. Now 
under section 47 of <he Act where a mathadhipathi is under suspension the Commis- 
sioner can make such arrangement as he thinks fit for the administration of the math 
until another mathadhipathi succeeds to the office and in making such arrangement has 
to have due regard to the claims of the disciples of the math. It is maintained on 
behalf of the petitioner that the appointment of Assistant Commissioner, Endow- 
ments Department, Tirupathi as the day-to-day administrator of the math and its 
endowment as a two fold efiect. The fct is that the complete autonomy which a 
religious denomination like the math in question enjoys in the matter of observance 
of rights and ceremonies essential to the tenets of theieh'gion has been interfered with. 
The second is that the right of administration has been altogether taken away from 
the hands of the religious denomination by vesting it in the Assistant Commissioner. 
This clearly contravenes the provisions of clauses (h) and {d) of Article 26 within the 
rule laid down in the first Shintr Math case^. By doing so in exercise of the powers 
under section 47 the Commissioner has also debarred the petitioner frem practising 
and propagating religion freely which he is entitled to do under Article 25 (1). 

The attack on the ground of violation of Article 25 (I) can be disposed of quite 
briefly. It has nowhere been established that the petitioner has been prohibited or 
debarred from professing, practising and propagating his religion. A good deal 
of material has been nlaced on the record to show that the entire math is being guarded 
by police constables bit that does not mean that the petitioner carmot be allowed to 
enter the math premises and exercise the fundamental right conferred by Article 25 (1) 
of the Constitution. As regards the contravention of clauses (6) and (d) of Article 26 
there is nothing in sections 46 and 47 which empowers the Commissioner to interfere 
■svnth the autonomy of the reh'gious denomination in the matter of dedding as to what 
rights and ceremonies are essential according to the tenets of the religion the denomi- 
nation professes or practises nor has it been shown that any such order has been 
made by the Commissioner or that the Assistant Commissioner who has been put in 
charge of the day-to-day affairs is interfering in such matters. • Section 47 of the 
Act deals only with a situation where there is a temporary \acancy in the office of 
the mathadhipathi by reason of any dispute in regard to the right of succession to 
the office or the other reasons stated therein as also because the mathadhipathi 
has been suspended pending an inquiry under section 46. Its prodsions do not take 
away the right of administration from the hands of a reli^ous denomination alto- 
gether and vest it for all times in a person or authority who is not entitled to exerdse 
that right under the customary rule and custom prevaih'ng in the math. In the first 
Shirtir Math case\ section 56 of the repealed Act before its amendment by Act XII 
of 1954 was struck down as power had been given to the Commissioner to require the 
trustee to appoint a manager for the administration of the secular affairs of the 
institution and the Commissioner himself could also make the appointment. _ It was 
pointed out that this power could be exercised at the mere option of the Commissioner 
without any justifying necessity whatsoever and no pre-requisites like mismanagement 
of property or maladministration of trust funds were necessary to enable the trustc-e 
to exerdse such drastic power. The effect of the section really was that the com- 
missioner was at libert}’, at any moment, to deprive the Mahant of his ri^t to 
administer the trust property even if there was no negligence or maladmmistration on 
his part. Such a restriction was held to be opposed to the prorisions of Article 26 
(d) of the Constitution. Section 47 of the Act is not in pari materia with section 56 
of the repealed Act. On the contrary section 47 indicates quite clearly the conditions 
and situations in which the Commissioner can appoint someone to cany on the 
administration of the math and its endorsments. In the present case, the Assistant 
Commissioner has been appointed as a day-to-day administrator because of the 
inquiry which is pending against the petitioner and in which serious charges of mis- 
appropriation and defalcation of trust funds and leading an immoral life are being 
investigated. It cannot be said that section 47 would be hit by Article 26 (d) of the 
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Constitution as the powers under it will be exercised, inter alia, when mis-manage- 
ment of property' or maladministration of trust fuiids are involved. 

Counsel for the petitioner has not made an}' serious attempt toa'gue that in the 
viewthat we are inclined to take there would be any contra-v ention of Article 31 (1) of 
the Constitution. He has, howevei, pressed for the petitioner being allowed to take the 
Padakanulas which are receivable by the Mahant of which he will keep an account 
as was directed by this Court when disposing ofthe stay petition on I3th December, 
1968. Counsel for the respondent agras to this and has also agreed to keep accounts 
of whatever amount is spent on feeding the sadhus and on the management cf the 
math property. He has farther given an undertaking that the inquiry which is being 
conducted under section 46 ofthe Act will be condnded within a period of three 
months. It may be made clear that the Assistant Commissioner who is in charge of 
the day-to-day administration temporarily of the math and its endowments shall be 
fully entitled to take necessary steps for recovery of nil debts and claims which cculd 
have been recovered by the Mahant from various debtors etc. 

The writ petition, however, fails and it is dismissed, but in view of the entire 
circumstances we make no order as to costs. 

S.V.J. Petition dhmisied. 

THE SUPREME COURT OR INDIA. 
fCiril Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J.C. Shah axd G.K. Metter, JJ, 

Baldevdas Shivlal and another ... Appellants* 

V. 

Filmistan Distributors (India)Prt., Ltd., and others ... Respondents 

Civil Procedure Code (F of 1908), section 115 — Scope of— Case^ — Meaning of— 

Court ordering that a question may properly be put to a vntness examined— 

Whether amounts to case decided. 

Civil Procedure Code V of 1908), section 11 — ^Res judicata — Consent decree does 

not operate as res judicata. 

Exercise ofthe power under section 115 is broathy subject-to three important 
conditions (1) that the decision must be of a Court subordinate to the High Court; 
(2) that there-must be a case which has been decided by the subordinate Court ; 
and (3) that the subordinate Court must appear to have” exercised jurisdiction not 
vested in it by law or to have failed to e.xcrcise a jurisdiction so susted, or to have 
acted in the e.xercise of its jurisdiction illegally or ■nith material irre^arit}-. 

By ordering that a question may properly bo pijt to a witness who was being 
examined, no case was decided by the Trial Court. The expression ' case’ is not 
limited in its import to the entirety of the matters in dispute in an action. To 
interpret the expression ‘case’ as an entire proceeding only and not a part of the 
procooding imposes an unwarranted restriction on the exercise of the powers of 
suporintcndencs and mayresultin certain cases in denying relief to the aggricsed 
litigant W’here it is most needed and may rs^lt in the perparation of gross injustice. 

A case may said to be decided, if the Court adjudicates for the purposes of the 
suit some right or obligation of the parties in controversy every order in the suit 
cannot be regarded as a case decided within the mea ning of section 1 15 of the Civil 
Procedure Code. 

A consent decree does not operate as res Judirma, because a consent decree 
is merely the record of a contract between the parties to a suit, to which is super 
added for seal of the Court. A matters in contest in a suit may operate as 
res Judicata only iftherc is adjudication by the Court, The terms of section 11 leave 
no scope for a contrary riew. Again it was for the trial Court in the first instance 
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decide that qaesticn and thereafter .be Hg. Conrt 

a -witness under examination. i7tTi/27th 

..r, i^erc-, senior Advocate (« "ef aa“ « 

P.M. Senior Mvo^te. (P.M. ^ ^ Co., with him), for Respon- 

Dadachanji Advocate oiMls.J.B. vaaaamnji 
dent No. 1. « j ^ 

R.P. Kapur, Advocate, for Respondents Nos. an 

Ttip Tiiftom»nt of the Court -was delivered by . , • , 

Shah, J.-B, “rAtoSb'ad 

- M“pSrSt && last S.A years. 

AbnildinginthetownofAtaedahad^^das^^^^^^^^ 

originally to M/s. Popatlal .^^SuCTst, 1954 , the receivers granted a 

anointed of the estate of the owners and on 19th A^sx^ r 1 and 

l2e of the theatre on certain terns ^ ? J 1954 ^ between Raval and Faraqui 
Faraqui By an agreement dated 27th N ’ (India) Private Ltd. heremafter 

S oneVd^d M/s. K^tand W 1“. 

called ‘ Filmistan ’—on the ^^.^^l/^Smditions. “ Filmistan insmuted s^mt 
granted to the latter on ^rtain temb (Senior Division) at Abmcjabad 

No 149 of 1960 in the Court of the ° claiming a declaration that it was 

^aiit Raval and Faraqui and two other pereo 1954^ to 

entitled pursuant to the agreement dated 2/ ^^^ler, 1960, the suit was ^^po^ed 

pictures in the theatre. By an order Raval and Faraqui were bound and 

of as compromised. It was inter ^^ibition rights” in the theatre ; that 

liable to allow Filmistan to were not to^ have any right to edibit y 

and Faraqui, their sers^ants and a^nts w the agreement J^atcd ‘7 h 

picture in contravention of the A'^ fSSaaui shall “ execute and register an ag 
November, 1954 i and that Raval and Slier W 

ment in wnting incorporating the t was executed on l^t ^ f Small 

Pursuant to this agreement- a fresh 1465 of 1963 in the Caatt ^t bmai 

On 1st September. 1963, Filni.stan filed suit Wo^ ^ sub-lessee or as lessee under 

Causes at Ahm^dabad, inter for -oossession of the theatre aa theatre 

law it -was entitled to obtain and je . -^mit performances ” etc., in 
cinematograph films and to bold ®^,r, - ^ala had no right, title or in i^ii 

and that one Shabeer Hassam l^an TejaM ^^^^t and 

theatre, that the defendants ^n the - , ts their sers’ants and agent , tain and 

possession of the theatre, arid the 1 v or’indirectly with its nghts to pb^n ana 

by an injunction from ’aterfenng d thereof and to a^erci 

remain in possession of the tbeat .(.rt-’inment performances etc. . . Raval 

exhibiting “motion pictures’’ owners of the theatre, against ^a^i 

filed against the receivers m insolv > at^ainst Baldevdas Shiv^l '^b lessees 
and Faraqui, against Tojabwala an i^ed on the claim by Filmi “r 

be the owner of the theatre. TJe s^t^t was b^ed on^^^ of gnall C^ses 

or sub-lessees of the theatre and was Hotel and Lodging _H -i-jin 

by virtue of section 2S of the ^t^n statements were filed m 

Control Act, 1947. Three sets of wn«cn ^l^omto, since at tbis stge in 

made by Filmistan. but no referoU raised by the defendants are no 

decidmlthis App:»>t the ™=nE of 3 ,„e„dcd and additional 

After issues were raised on 20th Jun , r 
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written statements were filed by the defendants. The learned Judge was then request- 
ed to frame three additional issues in view of the amended pleadings : the issues were ; 

“11. Whether in vietv of the said consent decree in suit No. 149 of 1960 defen- 
dants Nos. 5 and 6 are debarred on principles of res judicata from agitating the ques- 
tion that the said documnit dated 27th November, 1954, as confirmed by their letter 
dated 31st January, 1955, and further confirmed by document dated 1st December, 
1960, is not a lease ? 

12. Whether in view of the said consent decree defendants 5 and 6 are estopped 
from contending and leading any evidence and putting questions in cross-examina- 
tion of plaintiffs witnesses to show that the said document dated 27th November, 
1954, as confirmed by their letter dated 31st January, 1955, and further confirmed 
by document dated 1st December, 1960, is not a lease? 

13. Whether in respect of the terms of the said consent decree as also of the 
said document dated 27th November, 1954, as confirmed by their letter dated 31st 
January, 1955, and further confirmed by document dated 1st December, 1960, defen- 
dants Nos. 5 and 6 are debarred from leading any evidence of the plaintiffs witnesses 
in view of section 92 of the Evidence?” 

In drawing up the additional issues not much care was apparently exercised : whether 
a party is entitled to lead evidence or to put questions in ersoss-examination of the 
plaintiff’s witnesses cannot form the subject-matter of an issue. 

Filmistan then applied to the Court of Small Causes for an order that issues Nos. 
11, 12 and 13 be tried as preliminary issues. The learned Judge observed that the 
issues were not purely of law, that in any event the case or any part thereof was not 
likely to be disposed of on these issues, and that ordinarily in “ appealable cases” 
the Court should, as far as possible, decide all the issues together and that piece- 
meal trial might result in protracting the fitigation. He also observed that the issues 
were not of law going to the root of the case and were on that account not capable of 
being decided without recording evidence. 

A revision application against that order was dismissed in limine by the High 
Court of Gujarat. ^Vhen the case reached hearing and the evidence of a representa- 
tive of Filmistan was being recorded Counsel for. the defendants asked in cross-exa- 
mination the question whether the “ agreement between the plaintiff and defendant 
Nos. 5 and 6 was a commercial transaction and was not a lease ?” The question 
was objected to by Counsel appearing for Filmistan. Thereafter elaborate argu- 
ments were advanced and the Trial Judge passed an order disallowing the objection. 

The objection to the question raised by Filmistan was not that it related to a 
matter to be decided by the Court and on which the opinion of witnesses was irrele- 
vant. The objection was raised as an attempt to reopen the previous decision given 
by the Trial Judge refusing to try issues Nos. II, 12 and 13 as preliminary issues. 
Counsel for Filmistan contended that an enquiry into the nature of the legal relation- 
ship arising out of the agreement dated 1st December, 1960, “ was barred by the 
principle of res Judicata and estoppel under the provisions of section 92 of the Eri- 
dence Act ”, since the question was already concluded by the consent decree in suit 
No. 149 of 1960. The trial Judge obscrs'cd that he had carefully gone through the 
consent decree and the registered agreement dated 1st December, 1960, and he found 
that the consent decree had not decided that the transaction between the parries ofthe 
year 1954 was in the nature of a lease ; that in the plaint in the earlier suit it was not 
even averred that the rights granted were in the nature of lease-hold rights; that suit 
No. 149 of 1960 was for declaration of the rights of Filmistan to exhibit motioii pictu- 
res in the theatre under the agreement dated 27th November, 1954, andforan injunc- 
tion restraining the defendants from .violating the said rights of Filmistan under the 
agreement; and that the agreement dated 1st December, >1960 was “not plain enough to 
exclude the oral evidence of the surrounding circumstances, and conduct of the parties 
to ejqjiain its terms and language.”, Accordingly he held that the question asked 
in cross-examination of the witnesses for Filmistan intended to disclosure of the 
surrounding circumstances and conduct'of the parties in order to show in what manner 
the language of the document was related to the existing facts, could not be excluded. 
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and that the consent decree in suit No. 149 of 1960 had not decided that the agree- 
ment dated 27th March, 1954, was of the nature of a lease, and that in the plaint 
in that suit it was not even averred that it was a lease. 

The Trial Judge in overruling the objection did not decide any issues at the stage 
of recording evidence ; he was not called upon to decide any issues at that stage. 
The observations made by him obviously relate to the arguments advanced at the 
Bar and can in no sense be regarded even indirectly as a decision on any of the issues. 
But the High Court has recorded a finding that the agreement dated 27th November, 
1954, created a lease and that the consent decree operated as res judicata. A con- 
sent decree, to the decisions of this Court, does not operate as res judicata because 
a consent decree is merely the record of a contract between the parties to a suit, to 
which is super added for seal of the Court. A matter in contest in a suit may operate 
as res judicata only if there is an adjudication by the Court : the terms of section II 
of the code leave no scope for a contrary view. Again it was for the Trial Court in 
the first instance to decide that question and thereafter the High Court could, if the 
matter were brought before it by way of appeal or in exercise of its rewsional jurisdic- 
tion, have decided that question. In our judgment, the High Court had no jurisdic- 
tion to record anj' finding on the issue of res judicata in a rerision application filed 
against an order refusing to uphold an objection to certain question asked to a witness 
under examination. 

The true nature of the order brought before the High Court and the dimensions 
of the dispute covered thereby apparently got blurred and the High Court proceeded 
to decide matters on which no decision was till then recorded by the Trial Court, and 
which could not be decided by the High Court until the parties had opportunity of 
leading evidence thereon. 

It may also be obsen'ed that by ordering that a question may properly be 
put to a witness who was being examined, no case was decided by the Trial Court. 
The expression “case” is not limited in its import to the entirety of the matter in 
dispute in an action. This Court obsenud in Major S. S. Khatina v. Brig. F. J. Dillott\ 
that the expression “ case ” is a word of comprehensive import ; it includes a civil 
proceedings and is not restricted bj’’ anything contained in section 115 of the Code 
to the entirety' of the proceeding in a civilCourt. To interpret the expression “case 
as an entire proceeding only and not a part of the proceeding imposes an unwarranted 
restriction on the exercise of powers of superintendence and may result in certain 
cases in denying relief to the aggrieved litigant where it is most needed and may result 
in the perpetration of gross injustice. But it was not decided in Major S. S. Khauna s 
cflseh that every order of the Court in the course of a suit amounts to a case decided. 
A case may be said to be decided, if the Court adjudicates for the purposes of the suit 
some right or obligation .of the parties in controversy ; every' order in the suit can- 
not be regarded as a case decided within the meaning of section 115 of the Code of 
Ciril Procedure. 

The order passed by the High Court is set aside and the Trial Court is directed 
to proceed and dispose of the suit. We trust that the suit will be taken up early for 
hearing and disposed of expeditiously. We recommend that the form of the issues 
Nos. 11, 12 and 13 will be rectified by the learned Trial Judge. 

Film'stan will pay the costs of the appeal in the Court and in the High Court. 

S.VJ. Appeal alloKcd. 


1 . (1954) 4 S.CR. 409: A-IJl. 1964 S.C. 497- 
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I] CHACSO r. STATE BANK. OF TBAVAKCOSE {Shdh, Ag. CJ.). 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Preshnt J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice and G. K. Mitteb, J. 

iSL C. Cnacko ••• Appellant* 

r. 

The State Bank of Travancore Respondent. 

Transfer of Property Act (IV of 18S2), section IQQ—Charge on immovable property 
— VVksn created. 

Contract Act (IX of 1872), section 2 (d^—Stranger to contract— When can sue. 

For creating a ctarge on immovable property no particular form of vrords is 
needed ; by adequate vrords intention may be eicpressed to make property or a 
fund belonging to a person cbaiged for payment of a debt mentioned in the deed. 
But in order that a charge may be created, there must be evidence of intc-ntion 
disclosed by the deed that a specified property or fund belonging to a person 
vras intended to be made liable to satisfy the debt due by him. 

The recitals of the deed in the instant case do not evidence any intention of the 
donor to create a charee in favour of the bank ; they merely set out an arrangement 
betv> een the donor and the members of his family that the h'abih'ty under the letter 
of guarantee executed by him in favour of the bank, if and when it arises, will 
be satisfied by his son out of the property allotted to him under the deed. It was 
only intended to confer a right of indemnity upon the other members of the 
family. 

It is settled law that a person not a party to a contract cannot, subject to certain 
well recognised exceptions, enforce the terms of the contract ; the recognised 
exceptions arc that beneficiaries under the terms of the contract or where the 
contract is a part of the family arrangement may enforce the covenant. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 23rd 
Novumbir, 1964 of the Kerala High Court in A. S. No. 502 of 1961. 

S. V. Girpte, Senior Advocate (Anantha Krishna Iyer, S. Bahkrislman and R. 
Tniagarqjan, Advocates, with him), for Appellant. 

H. R. Gakhale, Senior Advocate (J. S. Arora, Advocate and K. Balder Mehta, 
Advocate for Anand, Dasgupta and Sagar, with him), for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, Ag. C. J . — The High Land Bank, Kottayam of which the appellant 
hi. C. Chacko was the Manager had an overdraft account with the Kottayam Bank. 
K. C. Chacko, father of the appellant, had executed from time to time letters of 
gimrantee in favour of the Kottayam Bank agreeing to pay the amounts due by the 
High Land Bank under the overdraft arrangement. By the last letter of 
guarantee dated 22 nd January, 1953. K. C. Chacko agreed to hold himself liable for 
the amounts due by the Hi^ Land Bank to the Kottayam Bank on the overdraft 
arrangement subject to a limit of Rs. 20,000. 

The Kottayam Bank Ltd., filed a suit in the Court of the Subordinate Judge of 
Kottayam against the High Land Bank for a decree for the amount due in the 
account. To this suit were also impleaded K. C. Chacko, the guarantor, M. C. Chacko, 
Manager of the High Land Bank, and M. C. Joseph, Kuriakose, Annamma and 
Chinaamma, the last three being the son, daughter and wife respectively of K. C. 
Chacko. Against the ffigh Land Bank the claim was made on the footing of the 
overdraft account : against EL C. Chacko on the letter of guarantee and against 
M. C. Chacko, his brother, his sister and his mother as universal donees of the 
property of K. C. Cnacko under a deed dated 21st June, 1951, under which, it wus 


• C-A-N'o. 652oflS66- 
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claimed, a charge was created on the prop'erties to which the deed related and 
against M. C. Chacko, also on the claim that he had personally agreed to pay the 
amount due by the High Land Bank. During the pendency of the suit, K. C. Chacko 
died and the suit was prosecuted against his widow, daughter and sons who were 
described also as his legal representatives. 

Court decreed the suit against the High Land Bank and also against 
M. C. Chacko, limited to the property received by him from his father under the 
deed dated 21st June, 1951. The claim of the Kottayam Bank to enforce the lia- 
bility under the letter of guarantee personally against ^ C. Chacko was held barred 
by the law of limitation and on that account not enforceable against his heirs and 
legil representatives. The Court also rejected the claim that M. C. Chacko had 
pirso-ially ag'ced to pay the amount due under the overdraft arrangement. 

In appeal to the High Court by M. C. Chacko the decree passed by the trial 
Court was confirmed and the cross-objections filed by the State Bank of Travancore 
with which the Kottayam Bank was merged claiming that M. C. Chacko was 
personally liable were dismissed. This appeal with Special Leave is preferred by 
M. C. Chacko against the decree of the High Court. 

Two questions arise in this appeal : (1) whether under Exhibit D-l a charge 
is created in favour of the Kottayam Bank to satisfy the debt arising under the letter 
of g iarantco and (2) whether the charge assuming that a charge arises is enforceable 
by the Bank when it was not a party to the deed Exhibit D-I. 

Exhibit D-l is called a deed of partition : in truth it is a deed whereby K. C. 
Chacko gave the properties described in the Schedule A to M. C. Chacko and other 
proparties described in Schedules B to F to M. C. Chacko, M. C. Joseph, Annamma 
and Chinnamma. In paragraph 17 it is recited : 

“ I have no debts whatsoever. If in pursuance of the letter given by me to 
the Kottayam Bank at the request of my eldest son, Chacko, for the purpose of 
the High Land Bank Ltd., Kottayam, of which he is the Managing Director, any 
amount is duo and payable to the Kottayam Bank, that amount is to be paid from 
the High Land Bank by my son, Chacko. If the same is not so done and any 
amount becomes payable (by me) as per my letter, for that my eldest son, Chacko 
and the properties in Schedule A alone will be answerable for that amount.” 

The other paragraphs which deal with the_ properties in Schedule A may also 
be referred to. Paragraph 10 of the deed recited : 

“ The donees of the properties included in A, B and _C Schedules arc, as from 
this date, to be in possession of their respective properties and to get mutation of 
registry in their names, pay land revenue and enjoy the income save that from 
coconut trees.” 

B j paragraph 12 it was declared that notwithstanding the deed of partition, K. C. 
Chacko will take the income from the coconut trees standing on the properties in- 
cluded in Schedules A, B,C and Ftill his death and that the donees of the properties 
will take and enjoy the income from the coepunt trees in their respective properties 
after his death. In paragraph 13 it was recited that : 

“ As it is decided that Chinnamma... ..should receive and have for her 

maintenance the rent of the building in item 7 in the A Schedule, as well as the 
rent of the building in item 18 of the B Schedule, she is to ^ in possession of 
these buildings as from this date and is to let them out and enjoy the rent. The 
respective domeswill have possession andenjoymentafter her death. Chinpamma 
is to have full rights and liberty to reside in any of the houses included in A, B 
or C Schedule and so long as she so resides in any of the houses, the donees 
of the respective house is to meet all her expenses, rent collected by 
Chinnamma from the buildings given possession of to her is to be utilised by her 
for her private expenses as she pleases.” 
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In our judgment tiie various covenant in tlie deed were intended to incorporate 
an arrangement binding between the members of the family for satisfaction of the 
debt, if any, arising under the letter of guarantee. 

We arc unable to agree with the High Court that by clause 17 of the deed it was 
intended to create a charge in favour of the Kottayam Bank for the amount which 
may fall due under the letter of guarantee. The letter of guarantee created merely 
a personal obligation. The deed Exhibit D-1 was executed before the last letter of 
guarantee dated 22nd January, 1953. By clause 17 of Exhibit D-1 it is merely direc- 
ted that the liability if any arising under the letter of guarantee, shall be satisfied 
by M.C. Chacko and not by the donor, his son M.C. Joseph, his daughter AMamma 
and his wife Chinnamma. The reason for the provision in the deed is clear. 
M.C. Chacko was the Managing Director of the High Land Bank Ltd. and it was 
at the instance of M.C. Chacko that the letters of guarantee were executed by the 
donor. For creating a charge on imm ovable property no particular form of words 
is needed : by adequate words intention may be expressed to make property or a 
fund belonging to a person charged for payment of a debt mentioned in the deed. 
Bat in order that a charge may be created, there must be evidence of intention dis- 
closed by the deed that a specified property or fund belonging to a person was intend- 
ed to be made liable to satisfy the debt due by him. The recitals in clause 17 of the 
deed do not evidence any intention of the donor to create a charge in favour of the 
Kottayam Bank ; they merely set out an arrangement between the donor and the 
members of his family that the liability under the letter of guarantee, if and when it 
arises, will be satisfied by M.C. Chacko out of the property allotted to him under the 
deed. 

The debt which M.C. Chacko was directed by the deed to satisfy was not in any 
sense a “family debt.” It was a debt of K.C. Chacko; and K.C. Chacko was 
personally liable to pay that debt. After his death his sons, his daughter and his 
widow would be liable to satisfy the debt out of his estate in their hands. From the 
recitals in the deed Exhibit D-1 an intention to convert a personal debt into a secured 
debt in favour of the Bank, a third parson, caimot be inferred. In Akella Surya- 
mrayana Raoand others v. Dwarapudi JBasiviraddi and others^, the Madras High Court 
in construing a deed of partition of joint family property pursuant to a compromise 
decree, hold that properties allotted to certain branches to v\diich were also “ allotted 
certain debts ” with a stipulation that until the debts were fully discharged the 
properties allotted to the shares of the respective persons shall be liable in the first 
instance, were not subj'cct to a charge in favour of the creditors. The Court held 
that the covenant in the partition deed resulted in a contract of indemnity, and not a 
charg e. In the present case also the covenant that M.C. Chacko will either personally 
or out of the properties given to him satisfy the debt is intended to confer a right of 
indemnity upon other members of the family, if the Kottayam Bank enforced the 
liability against them, and created no charge in favour of the Bank. Clauses 12 
and 13 of the deed support that view. By clause 12 the right to the coconut trees 
standing in the properties included in Schedules A, B, C and F is reserved to K.C. 
Chacko. -Similarly Chinnamma, wife of K.C. Chacko, is permitted during her 
lifetime to oecupy the houses in the properties described in the three schedules and 
to reeo/or the income and to utilize the same for herself. It is clear that 
K.C. Chacko had no intention to create a charge or to encumber any of the properties 
for the debt which may become due to the Bank. 

The Kottayam Bank not being a party to the deed was not bound by the cove- 
nants in the deed, nor could it enforce the covenants. It is settled law that a person 
not a party to a contract cannot subject to certain well recognised exceptions, enforce 
thJ term! of the contract : the rccogn’scd exceptions arc that beneficiaries under the 
term; of the contract or avhcrc the contract is a part of the family arrangement may 
enforce the covenant. In Krishna Lai Sadhii v. Praniila Bala Dosi", Rankin C J 
observed : ^ • 


1. (1932) eZM.-LJ 533 : (1932) I,LR.55 
Mid. 436; AIR. 1932 Mid. 457. 


2. (1928) I.L.R. 55 Cal. 1315. 
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Clause (d) of section 2 of the Contract Act w’dens the definition of * considera- 
tion ’ so as to enable a party to a contract to enforce the same in India in certain 
cases in •which the English Law would regard the party as the recipient of a purely 
voluntary promise and would refuse to him a right of action on the ground of 
mdum pactum. Not only, however, is there nothing in section 2 to encourage the 
idea that contracts can be enforced by a person who is not a party to the contract, 
but this notion is rightly excluded by the definition of ‘ promisor’ an ‘promisced’-” 

Under the English Common Law only a person who is a party to a contract can 
sue on it and that the law knows nothing of a right gained by a third party arising 
out of a contract : Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co. v. Selfridge <2? Co.L It has however 
been recognised that where a trust is created by a contract, a beneficiary may enforce 
the rights which the trust so created has given him. The basis of that rule is that 
though he is not a party to the contract his rights are equitable and not contractual. 
The Judicial Committee applied that rule to an Indian case Kliwaja MtHiammad 
Khan V. Hasaini Begarn^ In a later case Jamna Das v. Ram Autar% the Judicial 
Comaxittcj pointed out that the purchaser’s contract to pay off a mortgage debt 
could not be enforced by the mortgagee who was not a party to the contract. It 
must therefore be taken as well settled that except in the case of a beneficiary under a 
trust created by a contract or in the case of a family arrangement, no right may be 
enforced by a person who is not a party to the contract. 

Even if it be granted that there was an intention to create a charge, the 
Kottayam Bank not being a party to the deed enforce the charge only if it was a 
beneficiary under the terms of the contract, and it is not claimed that the Bank was a 
beneficiary under the deed Exhibit D-1. The suit against M.C. Chacko must there- 
fore be dismissed. 

The decree passed by the High Court is modified and it is declared that M.C. 
Chacko is not personally liable for the debt due under the letter of guarantee executed 
by K.C. Chacko, nor are the properties in Schedule A allotted to M.C. Chacko 
under the deed dated.2lst June, 1951, liable to satisfy the defat due to the Kottayam 
Bank under the letter of guarantee. 

Having regard to the circumstances of the case and specially that a concession 
that persons not parties to a contract may enforce the benefit reserved to them under 
the Contract, was made before the High Court, we direct that the parties to this 
appeal will bear their respective costs throughout. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction) 

Present J.C. Shah and G.K. Mitter, JJ. 

Ratan Lai Shah ... Appellant* 

V. 

Firm Lalman Das Chhadamma Lai and another ... Respondents. 

Civil Procedure Code (Fo/1908), Order 41, rule 4 — Object of— One of the parties 
to a suit filing an appeal — Jf can be given relief on grounds common to him and 
to other parties who are not parties in the appeal. 

The object of the rule enunebted in Order 41, rule 4, Civil Procedure Code, is 
to enable one of the parties to a suit to obtain relief in appeal when the decree 
appealed from procc-eds on a ground common to him and others. The appellate 
Court in such an appeal may vary or reverse the decree in favour of all the parties 
who are in the same interest as the appellant. Relief can be given to the appellant 

3. (1911) L.R. 39I.A. 7: 21 M-LJ. II 5 S. 

J5lh April, 1969. 


1. (1915J A.C. S47. 

2. (1910) L R. 37 I. A. 152: 20 M.LJ. 614. 
?CA. Ko. 1099 of 1966. 
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evea in the absence of a person a^inst ■whom a decree has been passed on a ground 
common with the appellant. a 

Karam Sfngh Sobti md another v. Shri Pratap Chand and another, (1964) 4 
S.C.R. 647, followed. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Demee dated the 10th July, 
1963, of the Allahabad High Court in First Appeal No. 16 ot 1904. 

C^Aganvala, Senior Advocate, iKJ>. Gapta, Advocate, withhim), for AppeUant. 
B.C. Misra, Senior Advocate, {O^. Gupta, 1^ Prakash Agar^mUnd Sultan 
Singh, Advocates, ■with him), for Respondent No. . 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by • -rp , 
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and Ratan Lai and the firm known as Mohan Smgh Ratan i.ai. 

Against the decree, Ratan L^ alone ^e^ppe3!^ ^"^^^ice of 
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apptal saSto Mohan Singh riS'"fn tS o?dii«S“e ” 

Counsel for the appellant to serve Moh^ SiHoh ^ oja j S jogs Ratan Lai 

by registered post” was not disposed of by the Court. appeal 
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upon Mohan Singh and it was essentialfcr &e 10th July, 1963 

may be sen-ed u|on Mohan Singh.” ,The Court by order ^ the 

rejected the appUcation and proceeded to t A Mohan Singh in a 

view that since there was a joint decree ^ aeainst Mohan Singh had 

suit founded on a joint cause of action ^ - f ^p^al The High Court 

become final, Ratan Lai could not claim to be heard on his appeal, rne 

“ If we hear him (Ratan Lal)_the re^t ^ ^g^^^partks^^the same^uit 

there will be two conflicting decisions between th annellant has not taken 

based on the same cause of action. and the appeal must be dis- 

St,,* to serve the second te^ondent ^ Sss this appeal.” 

missed for want of prosecution. On both these gr „r„_p j 

^aimt the order passed by the High Court, this appeal has een pr 

" In our view the judgment of the wns not served with the 

could not be dismissed on the ground that , ^j^g ground that there was a 

notice of appeal, nor could the appeal be 4 _rtjre Code of Chil Procedure 

possibility of two conflicting decrees. Order 41, nil 

p ovidcs . . j r riantt; th'’n one in a suit, and the 

“ Where there are more plaintiffs or more {‘j, all the plaintiffs or to 

decree appealed from proceeds on any , jpfendants may appeal from 
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the whole decree, and thereupon the Appc«ate Court ma „ 
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Tue object of the rule is to enable one o. the , common to him and others, 
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Court in such an appeal may °L^ant There was some conflict of 

partis who arc in the same interest as the ^P^ w'hether power under Order 41, 
judicial opinion in the High Courts on the question whether p 
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rule 4 of the Code of CivaPxocedure may be exercised where aU the parties against 
whom a dccr^ is passed on a ground which is common to them are not impleaded in 
the appeal The preponderance of authority in the jffigh Courts was that even in the 
absence of a person against whom a decree has been passed on a ground common 
with the appellant, the appeal was maintainable, and appropriate relief may be 
panted. ^ It is, however, unnecessary to examine those decisions for, in our judgment, 
considered by this Court in Karam Singh Sobti and another v. 
ib/iri Pratap Chand and another \ In that case a landloid of certain premises filed an 
aution in ejectment against the tenant and the sub-tenant in respect of premises on 
me ground that the tenant had sub-let the premises without the landlord’s consent. 
Tim Trial Judge decreed the suit holding that the landlord had not acquiesced in the 
sub-Ietting. The sub-tenant alone appealed to the Additional Senior Subordinate 
Judge who set aside the order of the Trial Court. It was urged before this Court 
that the appeal by the sub-tenant to the Subordinate Judge was incompetent, because 
the tenant against whom a decree in ejectment was passed had not appealed. • On 
certain questions which are not material for the purpose of this judgment, there was 
difference of opinion between Sarkar, J., on the one hand, and S.K. Das, Acting C.J., 
and Hidayatullah J., on the other, but the Court unanunoiisly held in that case that 
the appeal was maintainable before the Subordinate Judge, even though the tenant 
had not appealed against the order of the Court of First Instance. Sarkar, J., 
observed at p. 663 : 

“ The suit had bean filed both against the tenant and the sub-tenant, being res- 
pectively the Association and the appellant. One decree had been passed by the 
trial Judge against both.The appellant had his own right to appeal from that decree. 
That right could not be affected by the Association’s decision not to file an appeal. 
There was one decree and, therefore, the appellant was entitled to have it set aside 
even though thereby the Association would also be freed from the decree. He 
could say that that decree was wrong and should be set aside as it was passed on 
the erroneous finding that the respondent had not acquiesced in the sub-letting by 
the Association to him. He could challenge that decree on any ground available. 
The lower appellate Court was, therefore, quite competent in the appeal by the 
appellant from the joint decree in ejectment against him and the Association, to 
give him whatever relief he was found entitled to, even though the Association had 
filed no appeal.” 

With that view S.K. Dus, Acting C.J., and Hidayatullah, J., agreed : see page 652. 

It is true that in that case the tenant was made a party to the appeal before the Sub- 
ordinate Judge. But the judgment of the Court proceeded upon a larger ground 
that the sub-tenant had a right to appeal against the decree passed against him 
and that right was not affected by the tenant’s decision not to file an appeal. 

Counsel for the plaintiffs contended that the appeal filed by Ratan Lai if it be 
heard may possibly result in an order which may prejudicially affect Mohan Singli, 
and if Mohan Singh has no opportunity of being heard no decree may be passed 
against him, for to do so would be contrary to the fundamental rules of nmural 
justice. B ut in the appeal filed by Ratan Lai there is no possibility of a deerm ^ing 
passed which may impose a more onerous liability upon Mohan Singh. The Trial 
Court has passed a decree against Ratan Lai and Mohan Singh joimly and scs craily . 
Mohan Singh is liable for the full amount of the claim of the plaintiffs. )f the appeal 
filed by Ritan Lai succeeds, the Court may reduce the liability of Mohan Singh, 
but there miy conceivably be no order by the Court operating to the prejudice ol 
Mohan Singh in the appeal. 

It was also urged by Counsel for the plaintiffs that Ratan I/al had been negligent 
in the High Court in prosecuting the appeal, and it would be putting a prcTuiiffl 
upon his negligence to allow him now to prosecute the appeal. It is not possible 
on the record, as it stands, to say whether failure to scrs’c notice of appeal upon 
Mohan Singh was wholly attributable to the negligence of Ratan Lai. But even if 
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it be assumed that be was negligent, on that ^ound he cannot be deprived of his legal 
right to prosecute the appeal and to claim rehef under Order 41, rule 4 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure, if the circumstances of the case ■warrant it, the decree of the Trial 
Court proceeded on a ground common to Mohan Singh and Ratan Lai. In the 
appeal Sled by Ratan Lai he was denyii^ liability for the claim of the plaintifis in 
its entirety. This ■was cssentiaUy a case in ■which the Courts jurisdiction under 
Order 41, rule 4, Code of Civil Procedure could be exercised. 

Thi appeal is allowed and the decree passed by the High Court is set aside. The 
proceedings are being remanded the High Court ■will admit the appeal in its original 
number and hear and dispose of it according to law. There ■will be no order as to 
costs in this Court of this appeal. In view of the fact that there has been some 
negligence on the part of Ratan Lai to prosecute the appeal in the High Court, we 
direct that he will pay the costs of the appeal in the Hi^ Court in any event. 

R.iM. Appeal allowed. 

THE SUPREME COUTIT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present K, S. Hegde and A. N. Ray, JJ. 

Etendra Bahadur Singh ... Appellant* 

V. 

Krishna Behari and others ... Respondents. 

Representation of the People Act (XLUI of 1951), section 92 (a) — Election petition — 

— Inspection of ballot papers — When may be permitted. 

The basic requirements to be satisfied before an election tribunal can permit the 
inspection of ballot papers arc : (1) the petition /or setting aside the election 
must contain an adequate statement of the material facts on ■which the petitioner 
relies in support ofhis case, and (2) the tribunal must be prime facie satisfiedthat 
in order to decide the dispute and to do complete justice between the parties, 
inspection of the ballot papers is necessary. 

The material facts required to be stated are those facts ■which can be considered 
as materials supporting the allegations made. In other words they must be such 
facts as to afford a basis for the allegations made in the petition and must be points 
of substance and not of mere form. 

The election tribunals in this country have uniformly refused to permit the 
scrutiny of ballot papers unless there "was prima facie evidence in support of the 
allegations made in the election petition. 

The trial Court in the instant case correctly came to the conclusion that 
before an order of inspection of the ballot papers can bo made it must be prima 
facie satisfied that in order to decide thedispute and to do complete justice between 
the parties, inspection of the ballot papers is necessary. It did say that it was so 
satisfied but it gave no reasons whatsoever as to how it came to be satisfied. A 
judge can be satisfied only on the basis of proof and not on the basis of mere allega- 
tions. Thera is absolutely no proof in this case to support the allegations on the 
basis of which the scrutiny of the ballot papers was prayed for. 'Kc trial Court 
did not mention in its order even a single reason in support of its satisfaction as 
to the ne-ed for inspecting ballot papers. Every judicial order must be based 
on reasons and reasons must be disclosed in the order itself. Unfortunately the 
learned trial Judge had overloolaed the importance to be attached to the sccnccy 
of the ballot papers. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 21st Mav, 
196S of the .Allahabad High Court, Lucknow Bench in Civil Misc. Apph'cations 
Nos. 41 (£) and 42 (E) of 196S in Election Petition No. 7 of 1967. 


•CA.No. I4S3 oflSSS. 

SCJ— 45 


13tb August, 15®. 
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C. B. Agarwala, Senior Advocate (V. P. Joshi and S. S. Klianduja, Advocates, 
with him), for Appellant. 

G. N. Dikshit, R. N. Dikshit and O. P. Saini, Advocates, for Respondents Nos. 
1 and 9. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Hedge, J. — This appeal by Special Leave is directed against the order made 
by Sahgal, J., on 21st May, 1968, permitting the 1st respondent, an elector challen- 
ging the validity of the election of the appellant to Lok Sabha from 15, Shafaabad 
Parh'atary Constituency in the general election held in 1967, to inspect the packets of 
ballot papers containing the accepted as w'ell as the rejected votes of the candidates. 

In the election in question as many as 10 persons contested. The appellant, the 
Jan Sangh nominee was The successful candidate. The 9th respondent, ShriNevatia 
Rameshwar Prasad, the congress nominee was his nearest rival. In the clccdon peti- 
tion the petitioner not only wants the appellant’s election to be held void, he also 
wants that the 9th respondent should bo declared elected. The election of the ap- 
pellant has been challenged on various grounds, with most of which we are not at 
present concerned. We are only concerned wuth the allegations relating to the 
irregularity in the scrutinising and counting of votes. The averments relating thereto 
are found in paragraphs 13 and 14 of the election petition. They arc as follows : 

(1) only one counting agent was permitted at each table whereas three persons 
wore doing the counting work simultaneously and it was impossible for one man to 
look into and detect the wrong acts of three persons at the same time. 

Under this head it was further mentioned that the counting staff was from 
amongst the Government servants who had gone on two months strike before the 
election and during the' elections they had adopted hostile attitude towards the 
congress candidates and had made effi>rts to bring about their defeat ; 

(2) the bundles of votes of either candidates were neither properly made nor 
properly scrutinised ; 

(3) about 5,000 votes of the congress candidates were improperly rejected 
ignoring the protests of Mr. Malhotra, the election agent of the congress nominee ; 

(4) invalid votes were counted in favour of the returned candidate. The 
votes of the congress candidates were counted for the returned candidate. 

In Schedule ‘ E ’ certain figures showing the alleged improperly rejected as well 
as accepted votes pertaining to certain booths are mentioned. It also shows the 
number of votes of the congress nominee counted as the votes of the returned candi- 
date. Neither the petition nor the Schedule discloses the basis for arriving at those 
figures. 

The election petitioner is neither the candidate nor his election agent. In the 
election petition, it was not stated that he was evc-n the counting agent. In the verifi- 
cation appended to the election petition, it was averred that the allegations contained 
in paragraphs 12 to 15 of the election petition were believed by the petitioner 
to be true on the basis of the information received from 'the workers of the 
congress nominee and others which means that the allegations made by him in para- 
graphs 13 and 14 of the election petition were based on hearsay information. He 
does not and he could not vouchsafe their accuracy thou^ he claims to have believed 
the information given to him to be correct. Similarly in the verification appended 
to Schedule ‘E’, the election petitioner stated that he has given the information 
contained in that Schedule on the basis of the information received from the counting 
agents of the congress nominee. Neither in the election petition nor in the Schedule 
he mentioned that the counting agents had given him the information in question 
on the basis of any record made by them. 

In the affidavit filed by the petitioner in support of his application seelang per- 
mission to inspect the ballot papers, he went one step further. Therein he averred 
that on one of the days when the counting was going on, he acted as one of the 
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counting agents for the congress nominee. Hence he claims to have personal 
knowledge of the rejection of some valid votes and the acceptance of some invalid 
votes. No affidaNit of cither the congress nominee or his election agent or any of 
the persons who could have had personal knowledge of the matter was filed in support 
of that application. No oral evidence has been taken in the case file now. The 
returned candidate has denied the allegations referred to earlier. It is true that some 
of the defeated candidates in their written statements have lent support to the allcga- 
gations made by the election petitioner. The reason for the same is obvious. But 
even they have not filed any affidavit in support of the concerned allegations. Solely 
on the basis of the averments made in the election petition and the facts sworn to in 
the affida-sit filed by the election petitioner in support of his application sc-eking 
scrutiny of the ballot papers, the trial Court had issued the impugned direction. 

Before proceening to consider the material in support of the impugned order, 
it is necessary to mention that it is not the case of the election petitioner that any 
written objection had been filed during the counting cither to the acceptance or to the 
rejection of any vote. In the petition, it is averred that “ the Returning Officer on 
being pointed out by the election agent of respondent No. 9, Shri P.C. Malhotra, 
said his decision was final and can be questioned through Election Petition.” Evi- 
dently this averment relates to the objections said to have been taken by Shri 
Malhotra in respect of the orders made by the returning officer as to the validity of 
som J of the votes. Apart from the fact that the allegation in question is verj' vague 
and lacking in details, not even an affida\'it of Shri Malhotra has been filed in support 
of that allegation. Admittedly no appfication was made to the returning officer for 
recounting the votes. We have to examine the facts of this case bearing in mind 
these circumstances. 

The importance of maintaining the secrecy of ballot papers and the circum- 
stances under which that secrecy can be violated has been considered by this Court in 
several cases. In particular we may refer to the decisions of this Court in Ram 
Sewak Yadav v. Hiusain Kamil Kidwai and others'^ and Dr. Jagjit Singh v. Giant 
Kartar Singh\ These and other decisions of this Court and of the High Courts have 
laid down certain basic requiremonts to be satisfied before an election tribunal 
can pormit the inspection of ballot papers. They are : 

(I) that the petition for setting aside the election must contain an adequate 
statement of the material facts on which the petitioner rehes in support of his case, 
and (2) the tribunal must be prima facie satisfied that in order to decide the dispute 
and to do complete justice ^tivecn the parties, inspection of the ballot papers is 
necessary’. 

The trial Court was of the opinion that if an election petitioner in his election 
petition gives some figures as to the rejection of vah'd votes and acceptance of invalid 
votes, the same must be considered as an adequate statement of material facts. 

In the instant case apart from giving certain figures whether true or iinaginary, the 
petitioner has not disclosed in the petition the basis on which he arrived at those 
figures. His bald assertion that he got those figures from the counting agents of the 
congress nominee cannot afford the nccessa^ basis._ He did npt say in the petition 
who those workers were and what is the basis of their information. It is not his case 
that they maintained any notes or that he c.xamincd their notes, if there wem any. The 
mate rial" facts required to be stated are those facts which can be considered as materials 
supporting the allegations made. In other words they must be such facts as to afford 
a basis for the allegations made in thc petition. The facts stated in paragraphs 13 
and 14 of the election petition and in Schedule ‘ E ’ are mere allegations and are not 
material facts supporting those allegations. This Court in insisting that the election 
petitioner should state in the petition the material facts was referring to a point of 
substance and not of mere form. Unfortunately the trial Court has mist^en the 
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form for the substance. The material facts disclosed by the petitioner must afford an 
adequate basis for the allegations made. 

The learned Trial Judge while deciding the point in issue overlooked certain 
important circumstances. The election petition is silent as regards certain important 
aspects, "niis omission has bearii^ on the point to be decided. The allegation that 
the returning officer did not permit the appellant more than on counting agent for 
each counting table is an extremely vague allegation. It is not the election petitioner’s 
case that the congress nominee had appointed more than one counting agent for any 
counting table but the returning officer did not accept their appointment. Under 
section 47 of the Representation of People Act, 1951, a contesting candidate or bis 
election agent may appoint in the prescribed manner one or more persons ' but not 
exceeding such number as may be prescribed by the rules, to be present as his count- 
ing agent or agents at the counting of votes and when anj' such appointment is made 
notice of the appointment shall be given in the prescribed marmer to the returning 
officer. Rules framed under that Act prescribe the number of counting agents that a 
candidate may appoint. The form of the notice required to be given under section 47 
of the_Act is given in the rules. The appointment of the counting agents is to be 
made in the prescribed form in duplicate, one copy of which is to be forwarded to 
the returning officer while the other copy should be made over to the counting agent. 
Rules also provide that no counting agent shall be admitted into the place fixed for 
counting unless he has delivered to the returning officer the second cop3' of the instru- 
ment of his appointment after duly completing and sigmng the declaration contained 
therein. The petitioner did not state in the election petition that any of the counting 
agents appointed by the congress candidate or his election agent in accordance with 
the rules had been refused admission to the place of counting. Hence the allegation 
that the returning officer did not permit enough number of counting agents to be 
appointed is not supported by any statement of facts necessary to be stated. In 
other words the material facts relating to the allegations made have not been stated. 


Now coming to the rejection of the votes polled in favour of the congress 
nominee, under the rules before a vote is rejected the agents of the candidates must 
be permitted to examine the concerned ballot paper. Therefore it was quite easy for 
■them to note down the serial number of the concerned ballot papers. The clemion 
petition is silent as to the inspection of the ballot papers or whether the counting 
agents had noted down the serial numbers of those ballot papers or whether those 
agents raised any objection relating to the validity of those ballot papers : if so who 
those agents are and what are the serial numbers of the ballot papers to which each 
one of them advanced their objections. These again arc the material facts required 
to be stated. 

As seen earlier the allegations made in the election petition are purported to 
have been founded on the i^ormations given by others. No one takes direct res- 
ponsibility for those allegations. No oral cridence was given in support of them, 
not even affidavits were filed in support of the allegations. _ The scrutiny of ballot 
papers tvas sought on the basis of assertions which wnre neither accompanied by a 
statement of material facts nor supported by any eridence. 

The trial Court correctly came to the conclusion that before an order of ins- 
pection of the ballot papers can be made it must be privm facie satisfied that in 
order to decide the dispute and to do complete justice beftveen the parties, inspection 
of the ballot papers is necessary. It did say that it was so satisfied but it gave no 
reasons whatsoever as to how it came to be satisfied. A judge can be satisfied only 
on the basis of proof and not on the basis of mere allegations. There is absolutely 
no proof in this case to support the allegations on the basis of which the scrutiny 
of the ballot papers was prayed for. The trial Court did not mention in its order 
even a single reason in support of its satisfaction as to the need for inspecting the 
ballot papers. Every judicial order must be based on reasons and those reasons 
must be disclosed in the order itself. Unfortunately the learned Trial Judge had over- 
looked the importance to be attached to the secrecy of the ballot papers. 
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We have earlier referred to the principles enunciated by this Court to he followed 
before ordering the scrutiny of ballot papers. The legal position in England is 
the same as in this country. In fact our election law is patterned on the basis of the 
English Election Law. In Halsbury’s Laws of England (Volume 14 at page 310, 
paragraph 559), it is observed ; 

“ The usual practice is for an application for a recount to be made by summons 
to a judge on the rota for the trial of parh'amentary election petitions before 
the trial on an affidavit showing the grounds on which the application is based. A 
recount is not granted as of right, but on evidence of good grounds for be living 
that there has been a mistake on the part of the returning officer.” 

In Rogers on E’ections (Vol. II at p. 1 99), it is observed that an application 
for recount should be made by summons supported by affidavits showing grounds. 
Fraser in his Law of Parliamentary Elections and Election Petitions observes at page 
222 : 

“ A strong case must be made oh affidavit before an order can be obtained for 
inspection of ballot papers or counterfoils.” , 

Even before the Representation of the People Act, 1951, was enacted the law in this 
country relating to inspection of ballot papers was as stated earlier. The election 
tribunals in this country have refused to permit the scrutiny of ballot papers unless 
there was prima facie evidence in support of the allegations made in the election 
petition — see Tanjore, N.M.R ., ^ Punjab North Case,- Kamal Mohammadan Constiu- 
eitcy Case,^ Kariial (South) General Constituency Case,^ Chingleput Case ^ sec also 
R. Swaminath's case,^ Seshaiah v. Koti ReddP urALakshumanayya v. Rajam Aiyar^. 

For the reasons mentioned abovewe allow this appeal and set aside the order 
made by the learned trial judge. He will now proceed with the trial of the case in 
accordance with law. The 1st respondent, the election petitioner shall pay the costs 
of the appellant in this appeal. 

V.K. Appeal allowed' 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — M. Hidayatullah, Chief Justice and G.K. Mitter, J. 

Mst. Ayesha Bibi ... Appellant* 

V. 

The Commissioner of Wakf, West Bengal and others ... Respondents. 

Bengal Wakf Act (XIII of 1934), section 70 (1) and (4 ) — Scope of— Notice to Commis- 
sioner, if necessary even where the Commissioner is a party to the suit — Applica- 
tion for declaring a decree void— Limitation for — Computation — Notice — What 
amounts to. 

Wakfs Act (XXIX of 1954), section 57 (1) atid (3)— Scope. 

Under the Bengal Wakfs Act the Commissioner has a definite duty to perform 
in alt suits in which the interests of the wakf are involved. Where the Commis- 
sioner was made a party to a suit praying for a declaration that a wakf was invalid, 
inoperative and void, and he contested the suit, it is clear he had notice of the suit. 
The fact that subsequently the Commissioner was given up as a party and he agreed 
that his name may be struck off as a defendantand the suit was compromised and a 
decree of declaration that the wakf was invalid and void was passed, docs not mean 
that the Commissioner had no notice of the suit or decree. 

It is no doubt true that sub-section (I) of section 70 of the Act requires that in 
every suit or proceedings in respect of any wakf property the Court shall issue a 
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notice^ to the Conunissioner. But "where the Commissioner is a party defendant in 
the suit and he has actually appeared in the suit, it is equivalent to a notice under 
semion 70 (I) of the Act. While it is true that the more fact that the Commissioner 
had private kao^vIedg•J in soma capacity or other of the proceedings is not enough 
to constitute notice under section 70 (1), "where he has been made a party to the 
suit and he had kno"wledga of its compromise, there is no need to give another 
special notice under the section. 

State Wakf Board, Madras v. Abdul Azeez Sahib and others, (1967) I M.LJ. 
190 : A.I.R. 1968 Mad. 79, Explained. 

Mtizafar Ahmed v. Indra Kumar Das and others, (1943) 77 Cal. L.J. 159, Dissented 
and doubted. 

Tire Commissioner of Wakfs, Bengal v. Shohbzada Mohammed Zahangir Shah, 
(1942) 46 C.W.N. 157, followed. 

Section 70 (1) enables the Commissioner to have a decree declared void only 
if he had no notice of the proceedings and he had no prior knowledge of the smt. 
Where the Commissioner had knowledge of the suit he cannot claim a second 
knowlcdgr as the start of limitation. The notice contemplated under section 70 
- (1) may be given better by a letter from the Court or by way of sendee of summons 
where he was a party to the suit. The fact that he was later struck off from the 
suit to which course he did not object and the suit was decreed thereafter cannot 
entitle the Commissioner to file an application under sub-section (4) to set aside 
the decree that he had no notice of the compromise petition. 

Appeal by Special L^ave from the Judgment and Order dated the 20th August, 
1964, of the Calcutta High Court in Civil Rule No. 1715 of 1961. 

D.N. Mukherjee, Advocate, for Appellant. 

B.C. Mitter and S.C. 'Majumder, Advocates, for Respondent No. I. 

The Jud^ent of the Court was delivered by 

HidayatuUah. C. J. — This is an appeal by Special Leave from the judgment and 
order of the High Court of Calcutta, 20th August, 1964, in an application under 
section 115 of the Code of Civil Procedure, reversing the judgment of the Subordinate 
Judge, Howrah. The facts are as follows : 

One Haji Abdul Karim, grandfather of respondents 2 to 4 executed a Wakf- 
al-al-aulad on 30th March, 1917.. He constituted himself as the first MuItoH and 
named his two sons and xvidow as Mutwalis after his own death. The Wakf provided 
for the benefit of the family and after the extinction of all the family a scheme for 
feeding the poor. On 14th Februarj', 1956, the present appellant Ayesha Bibi 
filed a suit claiming l"/16th of the property as a sharer after the death of her husband 
Abdul Hamid. This claim was made against respondents 2 to 4 who were the 
Mutwalis. Ayesha Bibi joined the Commissioner of Wakfs, West Bengal as a 
defendant to the suit.- The suit was filed in the Court of Munsif, Howarah and reliefs 
claimed were a declaration that the Wakf was inralid, inoperative and void and that 
its enrolment in the Wakf Office "was "wrongly done and was of no avail. She also 
asked for a permanent injunction restraining the Commissioner of West Bengal 
and other respondents from interfering •ft"ith the- possession of the property'. The 
Commissioner of Wakfs appeared in answer to the notice of the suit and filed a 
written-statement on 4th April, 1956. He contended tha.t the properties were govern- 
ed by the Wakf which was valid and also that he was entitled to a notice under 
section 80 of the Code of Civil Procedure before the suit was filed. He stated that 
although he was entitled to a notice under section 70 (1) of the Bengal Tl’akfs Act, 
1934, it was not necessary to add him as a defendant and he denied collusion 
between himself and the other defendants. He observed that the other defen- 
dants "sverc interested in secularising the wakf property for their own selfish ends. 

On 15th November, 1957, an application for amendment of the relief against the 
Wakf Commissioner was made to which the Wakfs Commissioner objected. In 
his objections, he stated that the suit was of a collusive nature as was apparent from 
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the nature of tlie pleadings of the plaintiff and defendants other than himself. The 
petition, however, was allowed. No action was taken by the Commissioner to get 
that order set aside. On 15th May, 1958 the parties to the suit, other than the Com- 
missioner, filed an application of compromise and 22nd May, 1958, was fixed for 
decision. On the same day an application for striking off the name of the Commis- 
sioner from the array of the defendants w'as made. This was heard in the presence 
of the Counsel for the Commissioner and he did not object to the name being struck 
off. As a result the name of the Commissioner was struck off as a defendant. The 
suit was also decreed the same day on compromise declaring the Wakf to be invalid 
and void and granting a perpetual injunction. 

On 20th June, 1958, the Commissioner made an application under section 70 (4) 
of the Act for a declaration that the decree was void as no notice was given to bia 
under section 70 (1) of the Act. The appellant objected but on 20th April, 1960, the 
Munsif allowed the application and declared the decree to be void. The Commis- 
sioner appealed to the Court of the Subordinate Judge, Howrah and the appeal was 
allowed. It was held that the application under section 70 (4) was incompetent as 
the Commissioner was present in the suit and the compromise decree was passed 
Mth the knowledge of the Commissioner and there was no need for a fresh notice to 
him under section 70 (1) of the Act. The Commissioner then filed a revision under 
section 115, Cml Procedure Code, and a learned Single Judge of the High Court by 
order, now under appeal, reversed the dedsion of the Subordinate Judge and restored 
the decree of the Munsif. The order is challenged in this appeal. 

Before we consider the question whether the Commissioner’s application under 
section 70 (4) was proper it is necessary to examine the scheme of the Wakf Act. The 
Act was passed to make prodsion for proper administration of Wakf properties in 
B ingal. It applies to all wakfs whether created before or after the commencement of 
the Act, any property of which is situated in Bengal. By Chapter n a Wakf Board 
is constituted and a whole-time Officer called the Commissioner of Wakfs is appointed. 
Chapter IH lays down the functions of the Board and the Commissioner and one of 
the functions under section 34 is the protection of Wakfs-al-al-aulad. Chapter IV deals 
with the enrolment of the Wakfs for which purpose a register of Wakfs is maintained. 
Under section 45 the Commissiner has the power to enroll wakfs and also to_ amend 
the register from time to time. Under section 46-A the decision of the Commissioner 
is final subject to a decision of a competent Court. Chapter V deals with wakf 
accounts and Chapter VI with statements of Wakfs-al-al-aulad. Chapter VH creates 
a bar to transfer of immorable property of wakfs. Chapter Viil lays down the duties 
of Mub^'alis "swth other ancillary matters. Chapter DC deals wit h finance and Chapter 
X deals with judicial proceedings. Chapters XI, XII and XU! deal m'th amendment 
and appeals, ruIe-maJdng power of the Provincial Government and power of the 
Board to make bylaws and include some miscellaneous provisions. 

We are concerned in this case with Chapter X which deals with judicial pro- 
ceedings. Section 69 in this Chapter proridcs as follows : 

“69. Bar to compromise of suit or proceeding without sanction of Court. 
No suit or proceeding by or against a Mutwali as such in any Court shall be 
compromised without the sanction of the trying Court.” 

Section 70 then proUdes : 

“ 70. Notice of suits, etc., be given to the Commissioner. 

(1) In every suit or proceeding in respect of any wakf property or of a mutwali 
as such except a suit or proceeding for the recovery of rent by or on behalf of the 
munvali the Court shall issue notice to the Commissioner at the cost of the party 
instituting such suit or proceeding. 

C2) Before any wakf property is notified for sale in execution of a decree, 
notice shall be given by the Court to the Commissioner. 

(3) Before any wakf property is notified for sale for the recovery of any 
revenue, cess, rates or takes due to theCrov.’n or tp local authority notice shall be 
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given the Cominissioner hy the Court, Collector or other person under whose 
order the sale is notified. 

(4) the absence of a notice under sub-section (I) any decree or order passed 
in the suit or proracding shall be declared void, if the Commissioner, ndthin one 
month of his coming to know of such suit or proceeding, applies to the Court in 
this behalf. 

(5) In the absence of a notice under sub-section (2) or sub-section (3) the sale 
shall be declared void, if the Commissioner within one month of bis coming to 
know of the sale, applies in this behalf to the Court, or other authority under 
whose order the sale was held.” 

Section 71 enables the Commissioner to join as a party in any litigation on his 
own application and to conduct or defend certain suits or proceedings on behalf of 
or in the interest of the wakf. 

It will be noticed from the analysis of the Act that the Commissioner has a 
definite duty to perform in all suits in which the interests of the wakf are involved. Sub- 
section (1) of section 70 requires that in every suit or proceedings in respect of any 
wakf property the Court shall issue a notice to the Commissioner. This was done 
here because the Commissioner was a party and a s umm ons had gone to him from 
the Court. It is contended before us that this was a not notice but only a summons 
but we think that nothing much turns upon the distinction. The Commissioner 
had notice of the proceedings. He appeared in the case, defended the wakf, charac- 
terised the suit as collusive and he was fully cognizant of all that was happening in 
the suit. The learned Judge in the High Court also held that there was no need to 
give the Commissioner another notice under sub-section (1) becausethe Commis- 
sioner had already notice of the suit. 

The question, therefore, is whether in the absence of a notice under sub-section 
(1) the decree could be declared to be void. Here the argument of the Commis- 
sioner in the High Court was that he had been removed from the any* of the defen- 
dants and that he was, therefore, entitled to a special notice of the petition of 
compromise in the case. It is to bo noticed that section 70 speaks of several 
special notices, such as, in sub-section (2) before any wakf propertj' is notified for 
sale in execution of a decree, or in sub-section (3) before any wakf property is notified 
for sale for the recovery of any revenue, cess, rates or taxes, but it does not 
provide for any special notice of a petition for compromise of a suit except the first 
notice that a suit had been filed in the Court. It is significant that in section 69 
although compromise cannot be made without the sanction of the tiydng Court, 
there is no mention of any special notice to the Commissioner. It follows, there- 
fore, that the Commissioner was entitled to a notice of the suit. That may be by 
a letter from the Court giving him this notice, or, if he was made a party', by a sum- 
mons to attend the Court In the present case the second course was followed and 
a copy of the plaint must have accompanied the summons and in our opinion this 
was sufficient compliance with the provisions of the first sub-scction of section 70. 

It is to be recalled that the Commissioner did appear, filed a written-statement, con- 
tested the suit and also described it as a collusive action betn'cen the plaintiff and 
the other defendants. It is, how'ever, surprising that when an application was made 
for striking off his name from the array of the defendants the Commissioner agreed 
to such course. This meant that in spite of notice to him of the collusive nature of 
the suit he was content to remain outside the suit and to give up all his pleas about the 
wakf and the collusive nature of the suit. Haring so acted it seems difficult to think 
that the decree could be declared void simply becausethe Commissioner had no 
special notice of the compromise. No special notice of compromise petition is 
required to be issued under the Act. He had notice of whole of the suit and of the 
claim made by the plaintiff in the case. He was afforded an opportunity to resist 
the suit and, in fact, resisted it but later gave up the'fight and agreed to go out of 
the suit. In these circumstances, it will be wrong to hold that the decree was void 
becausethe Commissioner was not given g police of the compromise petition- 
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other hand, in The Commissioner of Wolfs, Bengal v. Shalibzada 
Mohammed Zahmgir Shah\ it was held that although a Commissioner was entitled 
to a notice of a suit, under section 70 of the Waicf Act, but if he actually .con- 
tested the suit as a partj'-defendant, he could he treated as an intcr\'ener under 
section 71, even if no notice was given to him and that the suit was not vitiated. This 
case supports the proposition that joining the Commissioner as a party and his 
actual appearance in the suit stand equal to a notice under -section 70 (1). 

^one of the cases really supports the proposition now contended for before us. 
The language of the fourth sub-section of section 70 is quite clear that the Commis- 
sioner must not have know'Iedge previously of the suit. \\^ere the Com- 
niissioner has knowledge of the suit he cannot claim a second knowledge as the start 
of limitation. Tn other words, his presence as a party in the suit after summons to 
him must be treated as a notice to him under the first sub-section of section 70. The 
decision of the Subordinate Judge W'as thus correct and was WTongly reversed. 

The Commissioner attempted to raise the qufestion of a notice under section 80 
of the Code of Civil Procedure but that question could only arise in the original suit 
and- not in these proceedings. In the result the judgment under appeal must be set 
aside and that of the Subordinate Judge, Howrah restored with costs against the 
Commissioner. Wc regret this result and only hope that some way will be found out 
of the difhculty created by the foolish action of the Commissioner in leaving the field 
clear for the compromise of the suit. 

R. M. Order accordmSiy. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. Shah and G. K . Mitter, JJ. 

Maganti Subrahmanyam (dead) by his legal representatives ... AppeUmlf 

V. 

The State of Andhra Pradesh — Respondent. 

Andhra Pradesh {Andhra Area) Estates Communal Forest and Pi ivate Lands (Prohibi- 
tion of Alienation) Act (1947) and Madras Estates (Abolition and Conversion 
into Ryotu-ari) Act (XXVI of 19A^)—Eff;ct— Later enactment, if repeals the 
earlier one—Section 2 (b) and section 4 (I) and (3) — Forest land, — Meaning of. 

It is no doubt true that the Preamble to the Andhra Pradesh (Andhra Area> 
Estates Communal Forest and Private Lands (Piohibition of Alienation) Act> 
1947, shows that it was enacted to prevent indiscriminate afienation of communal 
forest and private lands pending enactment of legislation for acquiring the in- 
terests of landholders in such estates and introducing ryotwari settlement therein. 
No fived duration of the Act was specified and it is impossible to hold that merely 
because of the preamble the Act is only a temporary' Act. The enactment of the 
later Act, the MadrasEstates (Abofition and Conversion into Ryotwari) Act, 1948 
cannot be considered as repeaUng the earlier Act merely because the later Act has 
the efiect of repealing pennanancy settlements in the State and the acquisition of 
the interests of landholders in permanently settled and certain other estates. 

The definition of ‘forest land’ in section 2 (b) of the Act is an inclusive one and 
it does not mean that before a piece of land could be said to be forest land therc 
would have to be a notification by the Government under the Act. 'The District 
Judg; is the competent authority under section 4 of the Act to detenmne disputes 
as to the nature of the land. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 24lh March, 

1965 of the Andhra Pradesh High Court in Civil Revision Petition No. 966 of 1962. 


•C.A.No.6!4of 1966. 


I. a942)46eW.N-. 157. 


t7th April, 1969- 
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M. SUBRAHMANYAM P. STATE OF A. P- (MUter, J.). 


A V V. Nair, Advocate, for Appellant. 

T. Ram Baddy, Senior Advocate (£. Par/ Wort;', Advocate, wth hm), 
Respondent. _ 

The Judgment of the Court was dehvered by • and order 
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and private lands in estates in the Province of Madras pending the enactment of 
legislation for acquiring the interests of landholders in such estates'and introducing 
ryotwari settlemdit therein. No fixed duration of the Act was specified and it is 
impossible to hold that merely because of the above preamble the Act became a 
temporary Act., the definition of ‘ forest land’ is given in section 2 (3) of the Act 
reading : 

“ ‘Forest land’ includes any waste land containing trees and shrubs pasture land 
and other class of land declared by the State Government to be forest land by 
notification in the Fort Samy. George Gazette ; ” 

Sub-section (1) of section 3 prohibited landholders from selling, mortgaging, con^c•r- 
ting into ly'oti land, leasing or otherwise assigning or alienating any communal or 
forest land in an C5ta.te without the previous sanction of the District Collector, on or 
after the date on tvhich the Ordinance which preceded the Act came into force, 
namely, the 27th June. 1947. Section 4 (1) prow'ded that : 

“ Any transaction of the nature prohibited by section 3 which took place, in 
the case of any communal or forest land, on or after the 3 1st day of Octolxr, 1939 
.... shall be void and inoperative and shall not confer or take awaj', or be 
deemed to have conferred or taken away, any right whatever on or from any 
party to the transaction : 

= 1 : ^ 


This sub-section had a proviso with several clauses. Our attention was drawn to 
clauses (hi), (iv) and (v) of the proviso out in our opinion one of these provisos was 
applicable to the facts of the case so as to exclude the operation of sub-section 1 
of section 4 Under sub-section (3) of section 4. 

“ If any dispute arises as to the validity of the claim of any penon to any land 
under clauses (/) to (v) of the proviso to sub-section (1), it shall be open to such 
person or to any other persons interested in the transaction or to the State Govern- 
ment to apply to the District Judge of the district in which the land is situated, 
for a decision as to the validity of such claim.” 

Under sub-scction (4) the District Judge to whom such application is made was to 
decide whether the claim to the land was valid or not after giving notice to all persons 
concerned and where the application was not made by the State Government, to the 
Government itself, and his decision w'as to be final. Madras Act (XXW of 1948) 
was passed on 19th April, 1949 being an Act to provide for the repeal of the Per- 
manent Settlement, the acquisition of the rights of landholders in permanently settled 
and certain other estates in the Province of Madras, and the introduction of rj'otwari 
settlement in such estates. Apparently' because of the preamble to the Act it was 
contended that w'ith the enactment of the repeal of the Pennanent Settlement by 
the Act of 1948 which also provided for the acquisition of the rights of landholders 
in permanently settled estates, the Act stood r^caled. Wc fail to see how because 
of the preamble to the Act it can be said that it stood repealed by the enactment of 
the later Act unless there were express words to that effect or unless there was neces- 
sary implication. It does not stand to reason to hold that the alienation of large 
blocks of land which w’erc rendered void under the Act became good by reason of 
the passing of the later Act. Our attention w'as drawn to section 63 of the later 
Ac which provided that ; 

“ If any question arises whether any land in an estate is a forest or is situated 
in a forest, or as to the limits of a forest, it shall be determined by the Settlement 
Officer, subject to an appeal to the Director within such time as may be prescribed 
and also to revision by the Board of Revenue.” 

In terms the section was only prospectiveandit did not seek to impeach any transac- 
tion which was effected before the Act and was not applicable to transactions anterior 
to the Act. In our opinion section 56 (1) of the later Act to which our attention 
was draw'n by the learned Counsel does not fall for consideration in this case and 
the disputes covered by that section do not embrace the question before us. 
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Madras General Clauses Act (I of 1891), deals witli the effect of repeals of 
statutes. Section 8 sub-section (/) thereof provides that : 

“ Where any Act, to which this Chapter applies, repeals any other enactment, 
then the repeal shall not — 

(a) to (c) * * ^ 

(/) affect any investigation, legal proceeding or remedy in respect of any such 
right, privilege, obligation, liability, fine, penalty, forfeiture or punishment as 
aforesaid; and any such investigation, legal proceeding or remedy may be institut- 
ed, continued or enforced, and any such fine, penalty, forfeiture or punishment 
may be imposed, as if the repeaUng Act had not been passed.” 

This shows that even if there was a repeal any investigation started before the repeal 
would have to be continued and legal proceedings under the Act could be prosecuted 
as if the repealing Act had not been passed. 

There is also no force in the contention that unless there was a notification 
under section 2 (6) of the Act declaring a particular land to be forest land, the appli- 
cability of the Act w'ould be excluded. The definition of ‘ forest land’ in that section 
is an inclusive one and shows that ‘ forest land’ would include not only waste land 
containing trees, shrubs and pasture lands but also any other class of lands declared 
by Government to be forest land. This does not mean that before a piece of land 
could be said to be forest land there would have to be a notification by the Govern- 
ment under the Act. 

Lastly, Counsel ontended that sub-section (1) of section 20 of the later Act as 
originally enacted applies to forest lands and therefore the later Act became appli- 
cable thereto. The original section was however substituted, for another by section 9 
of the Madras Estates (Abolition and Conversion into Ryotw’ari) (Amendment) 
Act, 1956 which was to be deemed to have come into force on 19th April, 1949, being 
the date on which the Act of 1948 originally came into force. The section as it now 
stands did not confer any jurisdiction on the Settlement Officer to determine any 
question as to whether any land was forest land within the meaning of the Act and 
consequently the adjudication by the District Judge under sub-section (4) of section 4 
W’as quite competent. Accordingly we dismiss the appeal, but do not think it neces- 
sary to make any order for costs relating thereto. 

Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Original Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — ^M. Hidayatullah Chief Justice., J. C. Shah, V. Ramaswanh, 
G.K. Mitter and A.N. Grover, JJ. 

A.V.S. Narasimha Rao and others ... Appellants* 

V. 

State of Andhra Pradesh and another ... Respondents. 

Andhra Pradesh Non-Gazetted Officers’ Association, and others... Interveners. 

Public Employment {Requirement as to Residence) Act {XLIV of 1957), section 3 

and Andhra Pradesh Public Employment {Requirement as to Residence) Rules 

(1959), nde 3 — Validity of 
Constitution of India (1950), Article IS—Scope. 

Interpretation of Statutes — Provision as exception to general rule — Construction. 

Section 3 of the Public Employment (Requirement as to Residence) Act. 1957, 
in so far as it relates to Tclangana and rule 3 of the Andhra Pradesh Public 
Employment (Requirement as to Residence) Rules, 1959 are ultra nres the Constitu- 
tion of India. 

Under Article 16 of the Constitution, by the first clause equality ol opportunity 
in employment or appointment to an office is guaranteed. By the second clause, 

•W.P. No. 65 of 1969. 


28th March, 1969. 
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there can, be no discrimination, among other things, on the ground of residence. 
^ exception is however made in clause (3) to cover cases where local sentiments 
have to be respected or to prevent an inroad from more advanced States into less 
developed States. Parliament is entitled to make law prescribing, in regard to a 
class or classes of employnient, residence within a State or Union territory prior to 
such employment or appointment. But that clause refers to residence within the 
State in the sense of the whole State as the venue for residential qualification and 
not residence in districts, taluks, cities, towns or villages within the State. The 
words ‘ any requirement’ in the clause cannot be read as to warrant something 
which could have been said more specifically. These words bear upon the kind 
of residence or its duration rather than its location within the State. 

Clause (3) of Article 16 which is in the nature ot an exception to the general 
rule-making every office or employment open and available to every citizen and 
offices or emplo^cnt in one part of India open to citizens in all other parts of 
India. As such it should be construed in a narrow and strict maimer and not in a 
wide and liberal way. 

Petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of India for enforcement ol the 
Fundamental Rights. 

S.F. Giipte, Senior Advocate, (P.A. Choudhiiry and K. Rajendra Chaiidhiiri, 
Advocates with him), for Petitioners. 

M.C. SetaJvad, Senior Advocate, and P. JRamachandra JRao, Advocate-General 
for the State of Andhra Pradesh, (A. ^gliuvir. Government Pleader, Andhra Pradesh 
High Court and A.V. Rangcmi, Advocate with them), for Respondent No. 1. 

M. C. Setalvad, Senior Advocate, {R.N. Sachthey, Advocate with him), for 
Respondent No. 2. 

R.V. PiJIai, H.S. Giiruraj Rao and Sttbodh Markandeya, Advocates for Respon- 
dents Nos. 3 to 45. 

Sardar AH Khan and P.N. Duda, Advocates, and J.B. Dadachanji, Advocate 
of Mis, J.B. Dadachanji and Co., for Respondent No. 46. 

P.A. Chaudhiiry, K. Rajendra Chaiidhiiri and C.S. Sreenirasa Rao, Advocates, 
for Interveners. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

HidayatuUah, C.J. — The petitioners are persons employed in the ministerial 
services of the Andhra Pradesh Govenunent. All of them were working in various 
offices located in the cities of Hyderabad and Secunderabad. On 19th January, 1969, 
leaders of all political parties in the Legislature of the Andhra Pradesh State appeared 
to have met and reached the decision that to implement what are called ‘ Tclengana 
Safeguards’, the following measures should be taken : 

“ All non-domicile persons, who have been appointed either directly, by pro- 
motion or by transfer to posts resen'ed under the Andhra Pradesh Public Employ- 
ment (Requirement as to Residence) Rules, 1959 for domiciles of Telcngana region 
will bo immediately, reh'eved from service. The posts so rendered vacant will be 
Med by qualified candidates possessing domicile qualifications and in cases where 
such candidates are not available the posts shall be left unfilled till qualified domicile 
candidates become available. Action on the above lines will be taken immediately. 

All non-domicile employees so reh'eved shall be provided employment in the 
Andhra region without break in service and by creating supernumerary posts, if 
necessary.” 

The Government of Andhra Pradesh then passed on order [G.O. Ms. 36, G.A. 
(S.R.) Dept.] on 21st January, 1969, relieving before 28th February', 1969, all non- 
domicile persons appointed on or after 1st November, 1956 to certain categories of 
poets reserved for domiciles of Telcngana under the Andhra Pradesh Public Employ- 
ment (Requirement as to Residence) Rules, 1959. Names of such incumbents were 
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to be sbovm in. a pro forma and they were to be employedm the Andhra g 

out bre^ in service by creating supernumerary posts, if 

numorar/ posts were to be treated as temporary addition to the stren^ 

concerned and were to be adjusted against future “iL^ent 

they arose. The action was based upon section 3 of the ^ . 

(Requirement as to Residence) Act (XLIV of 1957), whi^ was an , . 

mde in pursuance of clause (3) of Article 16 of the Constitution ma^gspecnal 

prov^ion for requirement as to residence and brought into fore- on ^ • glosses of 

Section 3 of the Act ^ve the power to make Rules in respect 

employment in certain areas. It provided : 

“ 3. Power to mpke rules in respect of certain classes of public emplo}'mnent 
certain areas, — 

(1) The Cential Government may, by notification in the Official Gazette, 
make rules prescribing, in regard to appomtments o 

(d> any snbordinate service or post under tie State Oovermnent of Andlua 
Pradesh, or 


* 


♦ 

* 


4 : 

♦ 


* 


♦ 


my requirement as to residence within the Teicngana area or the said Union territory 
is the case may be, prior to such appointment. 

(2) In this section,- 


♦ 

♦ 


♦ 

* 


* 

* 


(6) •• Telengana area” comprises aU the temtories speeffled in sub-section (I) 
of section 3 of the State Reorganisation Act, IVib. for 

Under section 4 the Rules had to be laid Jj'^jnake'^such alterations as it 
Prerioi of not less than 30 days and w by subsequent legislation 

liked. Under section 5 the Rules had a Iffie of f to be extended by 

the period was extended to 10 years. It is said „ , They are called the 

another 5 years. Tne Rules were made on 21st M^cn, i> ^ ^ ^^1^5 1959. 

Andhra Pradesh Public Employment (Requirement as to Kcsiaence; 

Rule 3 provides : 

“ 3. Requirement as a residence Prior to Appointment Telensana 

A person shall not be efigible o°to'a post under a local 

area under the State Government aSi uffiess- 

authority (other than a cantonment board) m the s^d a^ 

(i) he has been prescribed date ; and 

not less than fifteen years immediately preceedin^ in p 

(fO he produces before the 

by it, a certificate of eligibdity granted un Departments and the 

the site Government qf And^ Pradesh 
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The petitioners were appointed between 27th December, 1956, and 4th July, 1968. 
^ey challenge the Act, the Rules and the proposed action as ultra vires the Constitu- 
Uon. Their case is that Article 16 (3) under which the Act and the Rules purport to 
be made has been misunderstood as conferring a po%ver to make a law prescribing 
requirement as to residence in a part of.a State. For this reason section 3 of the Act 
IS challenged as ultra vires the Constitution. 

Article 16 on \Yhich the Act, the Rules and the present action are all based, 
reads : 


16. Equality of opportunity in matters of pubh’c employment. 

(1) There shall be equality of opportunity for all citizens in matters relating to 
employment or appointment to any office under the State. 

(2) No citizen shall, on grounds only of religion, race, caste, sex, descent 
place of birth, residence or any of them, be ineligible for, or discriminated against 
in respect of, any employment or office under the State. 

(3) Nothing in this article shall prevent Parliament from making, any law 
prescribing, in regard to a class or classes of employment or appointment to an 
office under the Government of, or any local or other authority within, a State 
or Union territory, any requirement as to residence within the State or Union 
territory prior to such employment or appointment. 

(4) * * * , * * 

(5) 

The question is one of construction of this article, particularly of the first three 
clauses, to find out the ambit of the law-making power of Parhament. The ffirst 
clause emphasises that there shall be in Lidia equality of opportunity for all citizens 
in matters of employment or appointment to any office under the State. The word 
‘ State ’ here is to be understood in the extended sense given to it by the dcfim'tion 
of that word in Article 12. The second clause then specifics a prohibition against 
discrimination only on the grounds of religion, race, sex, descent, place of birth, re- 
sidence or any of them. The intention here is to make every office or employment 
open and available to every citizen, and inter alia to make offices or employment 
in one part of India-open to citizens in aU other parts of India. The third clause then 
makes an exception. This clause -was amended by the Constitution (Seventh 
Amendment) Act, 1956. For the original words of the clause ‘under any State speci- 
fied in the First Schedule or any local or other authority within its territory any re- 
quirement as to residence within that State the present words from ‘ under the 
Government ’ to ‘ Union territory ’ have been substituted. Nothing turns upon the 
amendment which seeks to apply the exception in the clause to Union territory 
and to remove ambiguity in language. 

The clause thus enables Parhament to make a law in a special case prescribing 
any requirement as to residence ’within a State or Union territory prior to appoint- 
ment, as a condition of employment in the State or Union territory. Under Article 
35 (a) this power is conferred upon Parhament but is denied to the Legislatures of the 
States, norivithstanding anything in the Constitution, and under (h) any law in force 
immediately, before the commencement of the Constitution in respect to the matter 
shall subject to the terms thereof and subject to such adaptations that may be made 
under Article 372 is to continue in force until altered or repealed or amended by 
Parliament. 

The legislative power to create residential qualification for employment is thus 
exclusively conferred on Parhament. Parliament can make any law which prescribes 
any requirement as to residence within the State or Union territory prior to employ- 
ment or appointment to an office in that State or Union territory'. Two questions 
arise here. Firstly, whether Parhament, while prescribing the requirement, may 
prescribe the requirement of residence in a particular part of the State; and, secondly, 
whether Parhament can delegate this function by making a declaration and leaving 
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the details to be filled in by the rule making power of the Central or State Govern- 
ments. 

Mr. S. V. Gupte, for the petitioners, points out that the Constitution is speaking 
of State and Union territory. It has already made a declaration that no person shall 
be disqualified for any office in the territory of India, because of his residence in any 
particular part of India. The exception, therefore, must be vietved narrowly and 
not carried to excess by interpretation. The article speaks of residence in a State 
and means only that. If it chose to speak of residence in parts of State such as 
Districts, Taluqas, cities, towns, etc., more appropriate and specific language could 
have been used such as ‘ any requirement as to residence within that State or Union 
territory or part of that State or Union territory.’ Having used the word State, the 
unit State is only meant and not any part thereof. Reference is made to the h'story 
of the drafting of the Article and the debates in the Constituent Assembly which 
bear out this contention. 

On the other hand, Mr. Setalvad bases his argument on two things. He con- 
tends that the power is given to Parh'ament to make any law and, therefore. Parlia- 
ment is supreme and can make any law on the subject as the article says. He very 
ingeniously shifts the emphasis to the words ‘any requirement’ and contends that 
the requirement may be as to residence in the State or any particular part of State. 

Theclaim forsuprcmacy of Parliament is misconceived. Parh'ament in this, as in 
other matters, is supreme only in so far as the Constitution makes it. Where the 
Constitution does not concede supremacy. Parliament must act within its appoin- 
ted functions and not transgress them. Whatthc Constitution says is a matter for con- 
struction ofthelanguageoftho Constitution. "Whichisthc proper construction ofthc 
two suggested ? By the first clause cqulity of opportunity in employment or appoint- 
ment to an office is guaranteed. By the second clause, there can be no discrimination, 
among other things, on the ground of residence. Reahsing, however, that some- 
times local sentiments may be have to be respected or sometimes an inroad from 
mere advanced States into loss developed States may have to bo prevented and a rcsi- 
d,ential qualification may, therefore, have to be prescribed, the exception in clause (3) 
was made. Even so, that blausc spoke of residence within the State. The claim of 
Mr. Setalvad that Parliament can make a provision regarding residence in any 
particular part of a State would render the general prohibition lose all its meaning. 
The words 'any requirement’ cannot be read to warrant something which could have 
been said more specifically. These words bear upon the kind of residence or its 
duration rather than its location within the State. We accept the argument of Mr. 
Giete that the Constitution, as it stands, speaks of a whole State as the venue for 
residential qualification and it is impossible to think that the Constituent Assembly 
was thinking of residence in Districts, Taluqas, cities, towns or villages. The fact 
that this clause is an exception and came as an amendment must dictate that a 
narrow construction upon the c.xception should be placed as indeed the debates in 
the Constituent Assembly also seem to indicate. We accordingly reject the con- 
tention of Mr. Setalvad seeking to put a very wide and liberal construction upon the 
words ‘any law’ and ‘ any requirement.’ These words are obviously controlled 
by the words ‘residence within the State or Union territory’ which words mean what 
they say, neither more nor less. It follows, therefore, that section 3 of the Public 
employment (Requirement as to Residence) Act, 1957, in so far as it relates to 
Telangana (and we say nothing about the other parts) and rule 3 of the Rules 
under it are ultra vires the Constitution. 

In view of our conclusion on this point it is not necessary to express any opin'on 
whether delegition to the Central and/or State Governments to provide by rules 
for the further implementing of the law made by Parliament is valid or not. 

It w.es argued that the Afitlki Rules existing in the former Hyderabad State must 
continu; to operate by virtue of Article 35 (b) in this area. This point is not raised 
by the petitions under consideration and no e.xprcssion of opinion by us is dcsi.’-ablc. 

For the reasons given above we quash the orders passed and declare section 3 
of the Public Employment (Requirement as to Residence ) Act, 1957 as also rule 3 
s c J— 47 
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of the Rules ultra vires the Constitution, 
shall be no order about costs. 


11970 

The petitions shall be allowed but (here 


R.M. 

the Supreme court of jm>iA. 

(Civil Appellate/Original Jurisdietion) 
Present M. Hiuayatullah, Chief Justice, J. C. Shah, 
G. K. Mitter and a. N. Grover, JJ. 

The Rt. Rev. Bishop S. K. Patro and others 


V. 

The State of Bihar and others 
S. V. Qadir and others 


and 


Petitions allowed. 

V. RAMAS^VA^^, 
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Respondents. 

Petitioners 


The State of Bihar and others ... Respondents, 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 30 — Right of minorities to establish and adminis- 
ter educational institutions of their choice — Scope — If available only to citizetiS 

of India. 

The guarantee of protection under Article 30 of the Constitution of India is 
not restricted to educational institutions established after the commencement of 
the Constitution. Even institutions which had been established before the Consti- 
tution and continued to be admim'stered by minorities, either hsstd on leJigicn 
or language qualify for the protection of the right of minorities declared b}' Article 
30. 

In re The Kerala Education Pill, 1957, (1959) S.C.J. 321 : (1959) S.C.R. 995, 
referred. 

It is true that only persons residing in India trill be competent to claim the protec- 
tion under the /odicle and foreigners, not resident in Indja, cannot claim the right 
to set up educational institutions of their choice. But that does not howeter mean 
that the protection may be availed of only in respect of an institution established 
helore the CoastitvtJotj of India by persons bom and resident in British India. 
While the protection under Article 29 may be claimed only by Indian citizens. 
Article 30 does not expressly refer to citizenship as a qualification ibr the members 
of the minorities. The language of Article 30 is wide and must receive its full 
meaning and its scope cannot be cut down by considerations of Article 23 or 29 
of the Constitution. The fact that funds were obtained from the United 
Kingdom for assisting in setting up and developing a school by the minorities or 
that the management of the school was carried on by some persons who may not 
have been bom in India is not a ground for denying the protection of Article 30. 

Rev. Father W. Proost and others v. The State of Bihar and others, (1969) 1 S.CJ. 
700 ; Rev. Sidhajbhai Sabhai and others x. State of Bombay and another, (1963) 

3 S.e.R. S37, referred. 

Prior to the enactment of the Constitution there was no settled concept of 
Indian citizenship, independently of citizenship of British Empire, and such 
concepts cannot be incorporated in the interpretation of Article 30. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order, dated the 10th September, 1968 of the 
Patna High Court in Ciril Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 503 of 1967 and Petition 
under Article 32 of the Constitution of India for enforcement of the Fundamental 
Rights. 

M. C. Setalvad, Senior Advocate (R. Gopalakrishnan, Advocate, with him), for 
Appellants (In C. A. No. 2346 of 1968). 

R. Gopalakrishnan, Advocate, for Petitioners (In W. P. Nos. 430 and 431 of 
1968). 

D. GoburdJtun, Advocate, for Respondents (In C. A. No. 2346 of 1968). 


•CA.No 2346 and ofIgeSand 
W.P. Nos. 430 and 431 of 1968. 


2nd April, I96i. 
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B. P. Jha, Advocate, for Respondents (In W. Ps. Nos. 430 and 431 of 1968). 

Ths Judgment of the Court was delivered fay 

Shah, J . — primary school started in 1854 at Bhagalpur was later converted 
into a Higher Secondary School. 

The Le^Iature of the State of Bihar enacted the Bihar High Schools (Control 
and Regulation of Administration) Act XIH of 1960 which by section 8 invested 
the State Government with pow'er to frame rules. Section 8 (1) provides : 

“ The State Government may, after previous publication and subject to the 
provisions of Ailicles 29, 30 and 337 of the Corstitulion of India, make rules 
not inconsistent with this Act for carrying out the purposes of this Act.” 

In 1964 rules were framed under the Act by the State Government of Bihar, 
Rule 41 provides : 

“ These rules shall not apply to the schools established and admim’stcred by 
the minorities whether based on reh'gion or language.” 

By order dated 4th Septe-mber, 1963, the President of the Board of Secondary 
Education approved the election of Bishop Pannar as President and Rev. Chest 
as Secretary of the Church Missionary Society Higher Secondary School- This 
order was set aside by the Secretary to the Government, Education Department, by 
order dated 22nd May, 1967. On 21st June, 1967, the Regional Deputy Director 
of Education, Bhagalpur, addressed a letter to the Secretary, Church Missionary 
Society School, Bhagalpur, inviting his attention to the order dated 22nd May, 1967, 
and requested him to take steps to constitute a Managing Committee of the School 
“ in accordance with that order.” 

A petition was then filed in the High Court of Patna by four petitioners (who 
are appellants in Appeal No. 2346 of 1968) for a WTit quashing the order 22nd May, 
1967, and for an order restraining the respondents — ^the State of Bihar, the Secretary 
to the Goverrunent of Bihar, Department of Education and the educational authori- 
ties of the State — from interfering with the right of the petitioners to control, 
administer and manage the afiairs of the School. The High Court of Patna dismissed 
the petition. The High Court held that the primary School at Bhagalpur was 
established by the Church Missonary Society of London ; that the School had 
developed into the present Church Missionary Society Higher Secondary School ; 
and that the School vvas administered in recent times by the Church Missionary 
Society of the Bhagalpur Diocese ; and that the School not being an education 
institution established by a minority, protection was not afforded thereto by Article 
30 of the Constitution. Against the order dismissing the petition. Civil Appeal 
No. 2346 of 1968 has been filed in this Court. 

Two other petitions are filed in this Court claiming relief on the footing that by 
the order dated 22nd May, 1967, of the Government of Bihar the fundamental right 
of the Christian minority to maintain an educational institution of its choice and 
guaranteed by Article 30 (1) is infrigned. Writ Petition No. 430 of 1968 is filed by 
the Principal, Church Missionary Society Higher Secondary School, Bhagalpur, the 
Secretary, Bihar Christian Council, Gaya, the Secretary', Santhalia Christian Council. 
Bhagalpur, and the Secretary’, National Christian Council of India, Nagpur. Writ 
Petition No. 431 of 1968 has been filed by Rev. M. P. Hembrom, Parish Priest, 
Church Missionary Society. Bhagalpur, two of whose children are being educated 
at the School. These petitions are heard with Civil Appeal No. 2346 of 1968. 

The High Court found on a consideration of the evidence that the Church 
Missionary Society Higher Secondary School is a “ denominational institution ”, 
that “ scripture classes are held in the School and lessons on the life and teaching 
of Lord Jesus Christ are taught ” and examinations are held in the subject for afl 
students, that every’ morning, before the classes begin, the prayers from the prc-scribed 
Church Books are offered by the students and the members of the staff, and each 
meeting of the Managing Committee of the School begins and closes with prayers 
from the “ Book of Common Prayer ”, Correctness of the finding recorded by the 
High Court is not challenged before us. The finding recorded by the Hiah Court 
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that the School originally started in the year 1854 as a prunary school had since 
developed into the present Church Missionary Society Higher Secondaiy' School is 
also not challenged before us. 

The only question which falls to be determined is whether the petitioners in 
the two writ petitions and the appellants in appeal No. 2346 of 1968 are entitled to 
claim the protection of Article 30 of the Constitution on the ground that the Church 
Mssionaiy Society Higher Secondary School at Bhagalpur is an educational insti- 
tution of their choice established by a minority. 

Article 30 of the Constitution by clause vl) provides : 

“ All minorities whether based on reh’gion or language, shall have the right to 
establish and administer educational institutions of their choice.” 

Tlie guarantee of protection under Article 30 is not restricted to educational 
institutions established after the Constitution : institutions which had been 
established before the Constitution and continued to be administered by minorities, 
either based on religion or language qualify for the protection of the right of 
minorities declared by Article 30 of the Constitution. In In re The Kerala Educa- 
tion Bill, 1957.^ Das, C. J., observed at page 1051 : 

“ There is no reason Avhy the benefit of Article 30 ^1) should be h'mited only to 
educational institutions established after the commencement of the Constitution. 
The language employed in Article 30 vl) is wide enough to cover both pre-Cens- 
titution and post-Constitufion institutions. It must not be overlooked that 
Article 30 H) gives the minorities two rights, namely [a) to establish, and (h) to 
administer, educational institutions of their choice. The second right clearly 
covers pre-Constitution schools just as Article 26 covers the right to maintain 
pre-Constitution religious institutions.” 

It was the case of the State and the parties intervening in the writ petition before 
the High Court that the School was established by the Church Missionary 
Society, London, which they claimed was a Corporation v;ith an ah’en domicile and 
■“ such a Society was not a minority based on religion or language ” within the 
meaning of Article 30 of the Constitution. On behalf of the appellants in the appeal 
and the petitioners in the two writ petitions filed in this Court it is claimed that the 
School was started in 1854 by the local Christian residents of Bhagalpur. They 
concede that the Church Missionary Society of London did extend financial aid 
in the establishment of the School, but they contend that on that account, the School 
■did not cease to be an educational institution estabh’shed by a reh'gious minority in 
India. 

There is on the record important evidence about establishment in 1854 of the 
Lower Primary School at Bhagalpur. It is unfortunate tha.t sufficient attention was 
not directed to that part of the evidence in the High Court . The “ Record Book ” 
of the Church Missionary Association at Bhagalpur which is Annexure ‘ D ’ to ■writ 
Petition No. 430 of 1968 furnishes evidence of vital importance having a bearing on 
the establishment of the School. It contains copies of letters written from Bhagal- 
pur and minutes of meetings held and the resolutions passed by the Local Council 
of Bhagalpur. On 1st June, 1948, Rev. Vaux informed the Calcutta Corresponch'ng 
Committee of the Church Missionary Society by a letter that if the Calcutta Society 
were to establish a School at Chathpanagar, "local assistance shall not be wanting 
to the extent of 1,000 or 1..200 rupees a year, besides pro'viding a school house and 
residmee for the master” and that "At first, for breaking up the fallow ground and 
setting the school a going the presence of a Missionary of tact and experience may 
be necessary ”. On 26th June, 1948, Rev. Vaux by another letter informed the 
Calcutta Corresponding Committee that a special service was held in the Church 
on22nd June, 1848, and thereafter on Friday 23rd June, 1848, a mcatiag was held 
and contributions were invited from persons present including Indian residents, that 
monthly subscriptions of Rs. 202 for the “salary of masters” and other expenses 
were promised, and that an amount of Rs. 1,647 was donated for building the school 

!• 0959 ) S.C.J . 331 : 0939 ) S-C.R. 995. 
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and residence for the master ; that the general impression made was so favourable 
to the cause that ie felt justified in assuring the Calcutta Committee that the local 
Committee were in a position to guarantee certain requisites for making a commence- 
ment such as pa>ment of the salary of the School Master and Mistress and the 
building of a house for their accommodation which may afterwards be enlarged so as 
to form a suitable residence for a Mission. 

By letter dated lOth July, 1848, the Secretary, Calcutta Corresponding Committee, 
informed Rev. Vaux that they were looking out for a prominent person to commence 
missionary operations by opening a School “which is indeed a common way of 
beginning a Mission.” In a letter dated 22nd December, 1848, written from 
Bhagalpur it was stated : 

“ The Society will provide for the Missionary’s salary and trust that local funds 
will provide a residence for him of a suitable kind. All other Mission require- 
ments, such as school teachers, etc., should be left to be provided on the spot.” 

Then there are minutes of the resolutions passed at a meeting held on 24th 
October, 1849 by the Parent Committee and another resolution dated 25th October, 
1851, of the Local Committee, to raise funds, and to determine upon disbursements 
with the advice of the Missionary to promote the objects of the Mission. In the 
minutes of the meeting dated 25th October, 1851, it is recorded that a statement of 
account of receipts and disbursements upto 30th September, 1851 including 
expenses of a boys’ school and salary of masters, “ hire of school rooms and furni- 
ture” and expenses of a girls’ school “ including cost of working materials up to 
date” was submitted. 

In a letter from the Treasurer of the Committee dated 10th May, 1852, it was 
stated : 

“ One of the conditions on which the Church Missionary Society consented to 
send a Missionary to this station was that he should be provided by local friends 
with a suitable residence. As this appeared to be a iine qua non, subscriptions 
were raised for the purpose of building a Mission house ; * * 

* * To this end I propose, that as soon as the balance in hand amounts 

to Rs. 11,000 that sum be transferred by me as your Treasurer to the Calcutta 
Corresponding Committee of the C.M.S. ; to be held by them fn tnut as the 
“ Bhagalpur Mission Fund.” The interest of this sum will be more than sufficient 
to pay the rent of the present Mission premises, viz., Rs. 45 per month ; and 
according!}', as soon as the transfer is effected responsibility. The whole of our 
remaining local funds and future collections can then be devoted to the support of 
schools, orphanage and we shall be better able to regulate our expenditure 
by our means, and increase our efforts in proportion to our wants.” 

At a meeting of the Local Committee held on 22nd March, 1853, it tvas resolved 
that the Committee expresses their satisfaction at the progress made by Mr. Droese 
in building the Bungalow and that the Treasurer be authorised to pay to Mr. Drocs c 
out of the Reserve Fund the further sum of Rs. 3,500 required to complete the 
building. 

At a meeting of the Local Committee held on 23rd August, 1856, it was recorde 
that on an area of 21 bfgha:> of land for which a perpetual lease was obtained o 
26th November, 1853, the Association had built a Bungalow and offices for t h 
Missioner}', houses for native Christians and an orphanage. At a meeting held < 
17th October, 1856. it was resolved that the Committee desired sincerely to I ha . 
Mr. Brown for “ kind, active and liberal interest he had taken in the Mission f rom t i 
first and particularly for making over to the Society mission property which his ow 
exertions had in gicat measure secured.” 

It appears from this correspondence and the resolutions and the discussions 
at the meetings that a perra.ancnt home for the Boys’ School was set up in 1854 on 
property acquired by local Christians and in buildings erected from funds collected 
by them. The institution along with the land on which it was built and the balance 
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of money from the local fund were handed over to the Church Msissioncry Society 
in 1856. It is also true that substantial assistance was obtained from the Church 
Missionary Society, London. But on that account it caimot be said that the 
School was not established by the local Christians with their own efforts and was not 
an educational institution established by a minority. 

The Church Missionary Society Higher Secondary School is an educational 
institution administered by a minority ; that was so found by the High Court and is 
not now in controversy. 

The High Court held that the primary school started in the year 1854 was started 
by the Church Missionary Society, London, and such a Society caimot be said to be a 
citizen of India and that in any event the persons who constituted the Society were 
aliens and on that account it cannot be said that the Church Missionary Society 
Higher Secondary School is an educational institution established by a minority. 
It is unnecessary to dilate upon these matters at length, for, in our judgment, the 
conclusion that the School was established not by the local Christians of Eha^lpur, 
but by the Church Missionary Society, London, is not justified' on the evidence. 
The extracts from the Record Book clearly show that the local residents of Ehagalpur 
had taken a leading role in establishing and ma'ntaining the school. Assistance was 
undoubtedly obtained from other bodies including the Church Missionary Society, 
London. But the School was set up by the Christian Missionaries and the local 
residents of Bhagalpur with the aid of funds part of which were contributed by them. 

It is unnecessary to enter upon an enquiry whether all the persons who took part 
in establishing the School in 1854 were “ Indian citizens.” Prior to the enactment of 
the Constitution there was no settled concept of Indian citizenship, and it cannot be 
said that Christian Missionaries who had settled in India and the local Christian 
residents of Bhagalpur did not form a minority community. It is true that the 
minority competent to claim the protection of Arffcle 30 (1) and on that account the 
privilege of establishing and maintaining educational institutions of its choice must be 
a minority of persons residing in India. It does not confer upon foreigners not 
resident in India the right to set up educational institutions of their choice. Persons 
setting up educational institutions must be resident in India and they must form a 
well-defined religious or linguistic minority. It is not however predicated that pro- 
tection of the right guaranteed under Article 30 may be availed only in respect of 
an institution estabhshed before the Constitution by persons bom and resident in 
British India. 

It is necessary to bear in mind the difference in the phraseology used in Articles 
29 and 30 of the Constitution. By Article 29 (1) any section of the citizens residing 
in the territory of India or any part thereof hawng a dist'nct language, script or culture 
of its own shall have the right to conserve the same, and clause (2) guarantees that 
no citizen shall be denied adhnission into any educational in stitution mamtained by 
the State or receiving aid out of State funds on grounds only of religion, race, caste, 
language or any of them. The protection of the rights under Article 29 may be claim- 
ed only by Indian citizens. Article 30 guarantees the right of nunorities to establish 
and administer educational institutions : the article does not expressly refer to citizen- 
ship as a qualification for the members of the minorities. In Rev. Father W. 
Proost and others v. The State of Bihar and others\ this Court observed : 

“ In our opinion the width of Article 30 (1) cannot be cut dorvn by introducing 
in it considerations on which Article 23 (1) is based. The latter article is a general 
protection which is given to minorities to conserve their language, script or ciilturc. 

* * * The two articles created two separate rights, although it is possible 

that they may meet in a given case.” 

The Court then obsers^cd, after referring to the judgment in Rev. Sidhajbhai 
Sabhai and others v. State of Bombay and another^ that : 


J. (1969) 1 S C J. 700 ; A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 465. 


2. (1963) 3 S C.R. 837. 
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“ the language of Article 30 (I) is wide and must receive full meaning. 

We are dealing with protection of minorities and attempts to whittle down the 
protection cannot be allowed. We need not enlarge the protection but we may 
not reduce a protection naturally flowing from the words. Here the protection 
clearly flows from the words and there is nothing on the basis of which aid can be 
sought from Article 29 (1).” 

The fact that funds were obtained from the United Kj'ngdom for assisting in setting 
up and developing the School or that the management of the institution was carried 
on by some persons who may not have been born in India is not a ground for denying 
the protection of Article 30 (1). 

We are also unable to agiee with the High Court that before any protection can 
be claimed under Article 30 (1) in respect of the Church Missionary Society Higher 
Secondary School it was required to be proved that all persons or a majority of them 
who established the institution were “ Indian citizens ” in the year 1854. There 
beii^ no Indian citizenship in the year 1854 independently of the citizenship of the 
British Empire, to incorporate in the interpretation of Article 30 in respect of an 
institution established by a minority the condition that it must in addition be proved 
to have been established by persons who would, if the institution had been set up 
after the Constitution, have claimed Indian citizenship, is to whittle down the protec- 
tion of Article 30 in a manner not warranted by the provisions of the Constitution. 

The order passed by the Educational authorities requiring the Secretary of the 
Church Missionary Society Higher Secondary School to take steps to constitute a 
Managing Committee in accordance with the order dated 22nd May, 1967, is, 
declared invalid. 

The appeal is allowed and the rule in the two writ petitions is made absolute. 
There will be no order as to costs in the two writ petitions. Since it appears that all 
the requisite materials were not placed prominently before the High Court in the 
writ petition out of which Appeal No. 2346 of 1968 has arisen, we direct that in the 
appeal the parties shall bear their own costs throughout. 

R.M. Appeal allowed. 

' THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. _C. Shah and C. A. Vahjialingam. JJ. 

The State of Orissa ' ••• Appellant’^ 

V. 

Chandrasekhar Singh Bhoi, etc. ••• Respondents. 

Orissa Land Reforms Act {XVI of 1960) and Orissa Land Reforms {Amendment) 

Act {XV of 1965) Chapter IV and Constitution of India {1950), Articles 31 (2) 

31 {2-A) and 31-A— Validity of Chapter IV of Amendment Act. 

•By the amendments made in the Constitution by the 17th Amendment Act the 
Principal Act is incorporated in the Ninth Schedule to the Constitution with effect 
from 20th June, 1964. The Act is therefore not liable to be attacked on the plea 
that it is inconsistent with or takes away or abridges any of the fundamental rights 
conferred by Part IH of the Constitution. But the power of the competent Legis- 
lature to repeal or amend the Act incorporated in the Ninth Schedule is not thereby 
taken away. The amending Act passed after the enactment of the Constitution 
(Seventeenth Amendment) Act, 1964 does not therefore qualify for the protection 
of Article 31-B. 

By Article 31 (2) read with Article 31 {2-A) property may ^ compulsorily 
acquired only for a public purpose and by authority of a law which provides for 
compensation for the property so acquired and either fixed the amount of the 
com pensation or specifies the principles on which, and the manner in which, the 

* C. As Xos. tot? to 1027. 1029 to 1032, 

1034 to 1037, 1931 to 1905 of 1963. 


I5th July. 1969. 
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compensation is to be determined and given. In order that , property may be 
validly acquired compulsorily the law must provide for the transfer of ownerthip 
or right to possession of any property to the State or to a coiporation owned or 
controlled by the State. 

(After referring to section 45 of the Act), this is clearly compulsory acquisition 
of land within the meaning of Article 31 (2) of the Constitution and the compensa- 
tion determined merely at fifteen times the fair and equitable rent may not, prhna 
facie be regarded as determination of compensation according to the principles 
specified by the Act. The Principal Act (XVI of 1960) and the amending Act 
1965) were both Acts enacted for ensuing agrarian reform, and the lands 
held by the petitioners were ‘estate’ within the moaning of Article 31-A. By 
section 45 the rights of the land holders were sought to be extinguished or modified. 
But to the operative part of Article 31-A, by section 2 of the Constitution 
(Seventeenth Amendment) Act, 1964, the second proviso was added by the Constitu- 
tion (Seventeenth Amendment) Act, 1964, it was clearly enacted that under any 
law which provides for the acquisition of any land in an estate under the personal 
cultivation of the holder, compensation shall not be less than the market value 
of the land if such land be within the ceiling fimit applicable to the holder under 
any law for the time being in force. 

The right to compensation which is not less than the market value under any 
law providing for the acquisition by the State of any land in an estate in the personal 
cultivation of a person is guaranteed by the second proviso only where the land is 
within the ceiling limit applicable to him under any law for the time being in force. 
A law cannot be said to be in' force unless it is brought into operation by legislative 
enactment, or by the exercise of authority by a delegate empowered to bring it into 
operation.^ The theory of a statute being “ in operation in a constitutional sense” 
though it is not in fact in operation has no validity. 

Chapter TV of the Principal Act was repealed by the Amending Act XV of 1965, 
on the plain words of the proviso 2 to Article 31-A the law prescribing the ceiling 
limit must be in force at the date of acquisition. In the present case the Jaw rela- 
ting to the ceiling fimit j v/r.. Chapter -IV of the Principal Act was never made 
operative by a notification^ and was repealed by Act (XV of 1965). The ceiling 
limit under section 47 of the Principal Act was on that account inapplicable to the 
landholders who challenged the validity of .section 45 of the amending Act. 

Held, section 1 (3) of Act (XVI of 1960) is undoubtedly a law in force jjut until 
the power is exercised by the State Government to issue an appropriate notification, 
the provisions of Chapter IV could not be deemed to be law in force, and since, no 
notification was issued before Chapter IV of the Principal Act was repealed, there 
was no ceiling limit applicable to the landholders under any law for the time being 
in force which attracted the application of the Second Proviso to Article 31-A. 

Appeals from the Judgment and Order dated the 30th January, 1967 of the Orissa 
High Court in O.J.Cs. Nos. 329 of 1965, etc. 

C. B. AgarwaJa, Senior Advocate (J?. N. Sachthey, Advocate, with him), for 
Appellant (In all the Appeals). 

H. R. Gokliale, Senior Advocate (Santos/i Chatterjee, Advocate and G.S. 
Chatterjee, Advocate of Mjs. Ksliatriya and Chatterjee, with him), for Respondent 
(In all the Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, J . — ^The State of Orissa has appealed to this Court against the judgment 
'of the State High Court declaring “ unconstitutional and invalid ” Chapter fV’ of the 
Orissa Land Reforms (Amendment) Act XV of 1965. 

The Orissa Land Reforms Act (XVI of 1960) (hereinafter called the principal 
Act) received the assent of the President on 17th October, 1960. By section 1 (3) 
of the principal Act it was provided that the Act shall come into force in whole in or 
part, on such date or dates as the Government may from time to time by notification 
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appoint and different dates may be appointed for different provisions of the Act^ 
By a notification issued on 25th September, 1968 certain provisions of the principal 
Act other than those contained in Chapters in and lY ■were brought into force. Bj’' 
a notification dated 9th D.cember, 1965, Chapter m (sections 24 to 37 dealing with 
resumption for personal cultivation of any land held by a tenant and related rnatters) 
was brought into force. But Chapter IV (sections 38 to 52 dealing with ceiling of 
holdings of land and disposal of excess land) was not brought into operation. Tie 
Legislature of the State of Orissa amended the principal Act by Act XIII of 1965. By 
Act Xni of 1965 amendments were made in the principal Act : the expressions ceil- 
ing area" and “ privileged raiyat” w’cre defined by clauses (5) and 24 of sectioii 24- 
and the expression “ classes of land ” was defined in section 2 (5-a) . The onginm 
Chapters m and IV of the principal Act were deleted and were subsWuted by Ir^sh 
provisions. Nothing need be said about the amendments made in Chapter 111 be 
cause in these groups of appeals the validity of these provisions is not in issue, 
may suffice to say that Chapter in (sections 24 to 3^ as amended deals with the n^gn 
of the landlord to resume land for personal cultivation, the extent of that ngh , an 
the proceedings for resumption of land. Chapter IV as amended deals with ceiling 
and disposal of excess land. By section 37 it is provided : 


“ (1) No person shall hold after the commencement of tius Act as knd- 
holder or raiyat under personal cultivation in excess of the ceiling ar 
in the manner hereinafter provided. 




By section 38 the Government is authonsed to grant ig 

tion of the ceiling in respect of certain classes of land Section 39 deals ^ 
pnnciples for determining the ceifing area. Sections 40, 41 
of returns in respect of lands in excess of the ceihng area onthcdzttof 
msnt of the Act and the consequences of failure to submt h . ’ 

provides for the preparation and publication of draft statemen nublication off 

surplus lands by thf Revenue Officer and section 44 provides 

the final stateme U of ceiling and surplus lands aft^ necessary. Sec- 

chived and after making enquiries as the Revenue Officer may 
tion 45 provides that : 

“ \Vith effert from the beginning of the year the^pe^^n 

statement referred to in sub-section (3) or immediately 

to whom the surplus lands relate and of all p-rti^miished and the 

Under whom the surplus lands were being held shaU ^tf-P Mrambrances.” 

said lands shall vest a.bsolutcly in the Government free 

Section 46 provides for determination of fh^compensalffin in 

the principles for determining compensation. It provi ^ . j under whom the 

aspect of the interest of the landholders tnfdiately or ^diatcl^^^^^^^ 


‘^■^pect ot the interest of the landholders mcoiaiei^ u. times the 

surplus lands arc being held as a landholder or ^ of tanks, wells 

fair and equitable rent. It also provides for pajmein of ni , “V j j-^. trsis 
und of structures nT 5> nermpTieTit nature situa.tc in the Ian tn J_l.l <T'/. Tirp- 
of fair rent in 
Paration and 


ciiiu. k;4uii^Dicr rent. aiso proviuco - 

1 of structures of a permanent nature ‘^^"dcal p^c. 

of fair rent in the manner presenbed therein. JT j.„n p^d the final com- 

ion and publication of draft ^^.T^Sde fbr'scttlement of sur- 

P-asation assessment roll. By section 51 Arsons as raiycis in 

surplus lands vested in the Government under imno^cs a'ceilinc on future 

the order of priority mentioned therein and section e2 imposes .. c.um„ 

t^cquisitions. It is provided thereby : 

, foregoing provisions of this Chapter shall, uiiT^ommcncc- 

lands acquired and held under personal cultivatio^ .^ct^oift familv settlement 

mmtofthis Act by any person through inhentance, bequest, gift, famil> scttiemen ,. 

s c j— 48 
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purchase lease or otheru'ise, together with the lands in his personal cultivation at 

the time of such acquisition exceeds his ceih’ng limit. 

**♦***>> 

By the amendments made in the Constitution by the I7th Amendment Act 
incorporated in the Ninth Schedule to the Constitution with 
effect froin 20th June, 1964. The Act is therefore not liable to be attacked on the 
plea that it is inconsistent with or takes away or abridges any of the fundamental 
rights conferred by Part IH of the Constitution. But the power of the competent 
Legislature to repeal or amend the Act incorporated in the Ninth Schedule is not 
thereby taken away. The amending Act passed after the enactment of the Consti- 
tution (Seventeenth Amendment) Act, 1964 does not therefore qualifj' for the protec- 
tion of Article 31-B. Sse Ramanlal Gtilabchand Shah, etc. v. State of Gujarat and 
Others\ Sri Ram Ram Narain Medhiv. The State of Bombay^. This position is 
not disputed. 

Chapter IV incoiporated in the principal Act by Orissa Act Xm of 1965 when 
brought into force is liable to be challenged on the ground that it is inconsistent with 
or taken away or abridges any of the fundamental rights conferred bj^Part HI of the 
Constitution. It was urged however, and that plea has found favour with the High 
Court, that section 47 incorporated by Act XHI of 1965 which provided for com- 
pensation not based on the market value of the land but at fifteen times the fair and 
equitable rent is inconsistent svith Article 31-A, proriso 2, and is on that account 
void. To appreciate the contention the constitutional protisions relating to protection 
guaranteed by the Constitution against compulsory acquisition of property may be 
noticed. By Article 31 (2) as amended by the Constitution (Fourth Amendment) 
Act, 1955, insofar as it is material, it is provided : 

“ No property shall be compulsorily acquired or requisitioned save for a public 
purpose and save by authority of a law which provides for compensation for the 
property so acquired or requisitioned and either fixes the amount of the com- 
pensation or specifies the principles on which, and the manner in which, the com- 
pensation is to be determined and given ; 

«= » ” 

Clause (2- A) of Article 31 which in substance defines the expression “Jaw ’ 
providing for compulsory acquisition enacts that : 

“ IVhere a law does not provide for the transfer of the ownership or right to 
possession of any property to the State or to a corporation owned or conUollcd 
by the State, it shall not be deemed to provide for the compulsory acquisition or 
requisitioning of property , notwithstanding that it deprives any person of his 
property.” 

By Article 31 (2) read -with Article 31 (2-A) property may be compuisoril> 
acquired only for a public purpose and by authority of a law which provides for com- 
pensation for the property so acquired and either fixes the amount of the compema- 
tion or specifies the principles on which, and the manner in which ,the compensation 
is to be determined and given. In order that property may be validly acquired^ com- 
pulsorily the law must provide for the transfer of ownership or right to possession of 
any property to the State ,or to a corporation owned or controlled by the State. 

By virtue of section 45 of the principal Act “ the interests of person to whom 
the surplus lands relate and of all land-holders mediately or immediately under whom 

the surplus lands were being held stand extinguished and the lands 

vest absolutely in the Government free from ail encumbrances”. This is clearly com- 
pulsory acquisition of land within the meaning of Article 31 (2) of the Constitution 
and the compensation determined merely at fifteen times the fair and equitable rent 
may not, prima facie, be regarded as determination of compensation according to 

1. (I9S9) I S.C.J. 290 : .A.r.R. 1969 S.C. 2- (1959) S.C.J. 679 : (1959} I S.C.R. 

®68. (Supp.) 4S9. 



STATE OF ORISSA V. CHANDRASEKHAR SINGH BHOI (Shah, /.)• 


379 




the principles specified by the Act. But Article 31-A "which applies to the statute 
in question provides by the first clause : 

“ NotVrithstanding anything contained in Article 13 no la"w providing for — 


(a) the acquisition by the State of any estate or of any rights therein or the 
extin?niishment or modification of any such rights, or 


shall be deemed to be void on the ground that it is inconsistent with, or takes aw'ay 
or abridges any of the rights conferred by Article 14, article 19 or Article 31 : 


The principal Act XVI of 1960 and the amending Act XIH of 1965 w’ere both 
Acts enacted for ensuing agrarian reform, and the lands held by the petitioners "were 
“ estates ” within the meaning of Article 31-A. By section 45 the rights of the land- 
holders were sought to be extinguished or modified. But to the operative part of 
Article 31-A by section 2 of the Constitution (Seventeenth Amendment) Act, 1964, 
the second proriso was added. The second proviso enacts : 

“ Provided further that there w'here any law makes any provision for the ac- 
quisition by the State of any estate and where any land comprised therein is held 
by a person under his personal cultivation, it shall not be lawful for the State to 
acquire any portion of such land as is within the ceiling limit applicable to him 
under any law for the time being in force or any building or stnic^rc standing there- 
on or appurtenant thereto, unless the law relating to the acquisition of such land, 
building or structure, provides for payment of compensation at a rate which shall 
not be less than the market value thereof.” 

By the Constitution (Seventeenth Amendment) Act, 1964, it was clearly enacted 
that under any law which provides for the acquisition of any land in an estate under 
the personal cultivation of the holder, compensation shall not be less than the market 
value of the land if such land be within the ceiling limit applicable to the holder under 
any law for the time being in force. 

Before the High Court it was urged on behalf of the landholders that when the 
principal Act was enacted it became law' in force, and the ceiling fimit prescribed there- 
by became effective, even though Chapter IV was not extended by a notification under 
se^on 1 (3) of the Act, and since the subsequent legislation a seeks to restrict the 
ceiling limit and to wst the surplus land in the Government under section 45 as 
amended, there is compukorj’ acquisition of land which may be valid only if the 
law' provides for paj’ment to the landholder for extinction of his interest, the market 
value of that part of the surplus land which is within the ceiling limit under the prin- 
cipal Act. This argument found favour with the High Court. In their riew the 
expression “law in force” must be “construed only in the constitutional sense and 
not in the sense of its actual operativeness ”, and on that account it must be held that 
there was a ceiling limit already prorided by the principal Act as it was ‘ law' in force ’ 
within the meaning of that expression as used in the second proviso to Article 31-A”. 
They proceeded then to hold that section 47 of the Act as amended provided for 
payment of compensation at a rate which is less than the market value of the land 
falling within the ceiling limit as originally fixed under Act XVI of 1960. and the 
guarantee of the second proviso to Article 31-A of the Constitution is on that 
account infringed. "We are unable to accept this process of reasoning. The right to 
compensation which is not less than the market x-alue under any law providing for 
the acquisition by the State of any land in an estate in the personal cultivation of a 
person is guaranteed by the second proviso only where the land is within the ceiling 
limit applicable to him under any law for the time being in force. A law cannot be 
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said to b3 in fores unless it is brought into operation .by legislative enactment, or by 
the exercise of authority bj' a delegate empowered to bring it into operation. The 
theory of a statute being ‘ in operation in a constitutional sense ” though it is not 
in fact in operation has, in our judgment, no validity. 

Again Chapter TV of the prindpal Act was repealed by the Amending Act 

of 1965. Article 31-A,*proriso 2 guarantees to a person, for compulsory acquisi- 
tion of his land, the right to compensation which is not less than the market value, 
when the land is within the oeib’ng limit apphcable to him under a law for the time 
Iwing in force. On the plain words of the proriso the law prescribing the ceding 
limit must be in force at the date of acquisition. In the present case the law relating 
to the ceiling limit viz.. Chapter IV of the' principal Act was never made operative 
by a notification, and was repealed by Act XV of 1965. ITie ceiling limit under 
section 47 of the principal Act was on that account inapph’cablc to the landholdcrs- 
who challenged the validity of section 45 of the amending Act. 

The decision of this Court A. Thangal Kimjii Mudaiiar v. M. Venkiiachalant 
Potti and another^ on which the High Court rehed lends no support to the vienvs 
expressed by them. In that case the Travancore State Legislature enacted Act 
XI\^ of 1 124 (M.E.) to provide for investigating cases of evasion of tajf. The Act was- 
te come into force by section 1 (3) on the date appointed by the State Government 
by notification. The States of Travancore and C^hin merged on 1st July, 1949 and 
formed the United State of Travancore and Cochin. By Ordinance I of 1124 
M.E. all existing laws of the Travancore State were to continue in force in the United 
State. By d notification the Government of the United State brought the Travancore 
Act XIV of 1 124 (M.E.) into force, and referred cases of certain tax-payers for 
investigation to the Commission appointed in that behalf. The tax-payers challenged 
the authority of the Commission to investigate the cases. They contended that the 
Travancore Act XfV of 1 124 (M.E.) not being a law in force when the United State 
was formed, the notification bringing the Act into force was inefiective. The ^urt 
rejected that plea. Section 1 (3) of Travancore Act of 1124 (M.E.) was existing 

law on 1st July, 1949, and continued to remain in force by virtue of Ordinance I 
of 1124 (M.E.), The notification issued in exercise of the power under section 1 (3) 
of the Travancore Act XIV of 1 124 (M.E.), the reference of the cases of the petitioners,, 
the appointment of the authorised ofiicials and the proceedings under the Act could 
not be questioned because section 1 (3) was existing law on 1st July, 1949. 

In A. Thangal Kmju Mvdaliar's caie\ the contention that Travancore Act XTV 
of 1124 (M.E.) was not law in force until a notification was issued bringing into- 
operation the provisions of the Act, authorising the appointment of a Commission, 
and referring the cases of tax-p3.yers to the Commission, was rejected. The Court 
held that section 1 (3) was in operation on 1st July, 1949 and the power to bring into- 
force the provisions of the Travancore Act was exercisable by the successor State. 

It was not held that the other provisions of the Act were in force even before an 
appropriate notification was issued. In the case in hand section 1 f3) of the principal 
Act was in force, but Chapter IV of the Act was not brought into force. The argu- 
ment that provisions of the Act which bj”^ a notification could hasn berm but were not 
brought into force, must still be deemed to be law in force, derives no support from 
the case relied upon. 

Siction 1 (3) of Act XVI of 1960 is undoubtedly a law in force, but until the 
power is exercised by the State Government to issue an appropriate notification, the 
provisions of Chapter IV could not be deemed to be law in force, and since no notifi- 
cation was issued before Chapter IV of the principal .4ct was repealed, there was no 
ceiling limit applicable to the landholders under any law for the time being in force 
which attracted the applications of the second proviso to Article 31-A. 

The appeals must, therefore, be allowed, and the order passed by the High 
Court declaring Chapter IV of Act XDI of 1965 amending Act X\T of I960 ultra 


1. (1955) 2 S.e.R. 1195: (1956) S.CJ. 323. 
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vires, ba set aside. Tiie State will get. its costs in this Court from the respondents. 

There wdll be one hearing fee. There will be no order as to costs in the High Court. 

S.V.J. Appeals allowed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Original Jurisdiction.) 

Present: — M. Hidayatulxah. Chief Justice. J.M. Shelat, V. Bhargava, K. S. 
Hegde -an-d a. N. Grover, JJ. 

A.K. Kraipak and others etc. ... Petitioners'- 

V. 

Union of India and others ... Respondents. 

All India Services Act {LXI of I9el}, section 2 and rule A of the Indian Forest 
Service {Recruitment) Rules, 1966 framed thereunder, and Indian Forest Service 
{Initial Recruitment) Regulations (V of 1966) — Constitution of India (1950), 
Articles 14 and 16 — Nature of the power, conferred on the selection beard — 
Whether quasi-judicial or administrative — Difference between quasi-judicial and 
administrative power — One of the members of the selection board himself a 
candidate for selection — Effect of his presence in the Board in selecting others — 
NaturalJustice — Aim of— Applicability of to administrative proceedings. 

The dividing line between an administrative power and a quasi-judicial power is 
quite there and is being gradually obliterated . For determining whether a power is 
an administrative power or a quasi-judicial power one has to look to the nature of 
the power conferred, the person or persons on whom it is conferred, the frame- 
w’ork of the laws conferring that power, the consequences enstungfrom the exercise 
of that pow'er and the manner in which that power is executed to be exercised. 
In a welfare state like ours it is inevitable that the organ of the State under our 
Constitution is regulated and controlled by the rule of law. In a welfare state like 
ours it is inevitable that the jurisdiction of the administrative bodies is increasing at 
a rapid rate. The concept of rule of law would lose its ritaUty if the instrumenta- 
lities of the State arc not charged with the duty of discharging their functions in a 
fair and just manner. The requirement of acting judicially in essence is nothing, 
but a requirement to act justly and fairly and not arbitrarily or capriciously. 
The procedures which are considered inherent in the exercise of a judicial power 
are merely those which facih'tate if not ensure a just and fair decision. In 
recent years the concept of quasi-judicial power has been undergoing a radi- 
cal change, what was considered as an administrative power some years back 
is no%v being considered as a quasi-judicial power tvith the increase of the power 
of the administrative bodies it has become nccessarj’’ to provide guidelines for 
the just exercise of their power. To prevent the abuse of thp.t power and to see 
that it does not become a new despotism. Courts are gradually evolving the 
principles to be observed while exercising such powers. In matters like these, 
public good is not advanced by a rigid adherence to precedents. New problems 
call for new solutions. It is neither possible nor desirable to fix the limits of a 
quasi-judicial power. 

On facts, held, it was improper to have included Naquishbund as a member of the 
selection board. He was one of the persons to be considered for selection. It 
is against all canons of justice to make a man Judge of his own cause. It is true 
thaf he did not participate in the deliberations of the committee when his name 
was considered. But then the very fact that he was a member of the selection 
board must have had its own impact on the decision of the selection board. 
Further admittedly he participated in the deliberations of his selection board when 
the claims of his rivals particularly that of Basu was considered. He vus also a 
party to the preparation of t he list of selected candidates in order of preference. At 
every stage of his participation in the deliberations of the selection board there 


• W. Pr.No-. 173 1° *75 of 19G7. 
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tions of eligibility. That Regulation contemplates the fonnation of a serace in 
the senior scale and a service m the junior scale. Regulation 5 is important for our 
present purpose. It deals -nith the preparation of the hst of suitable candidates It 
reads : 

_ _ “ The Board shall prepare, in the order of preference, a list of such officers 
of State Forest Sertdee who satisfy the conditions specified in regulation 4 and who 
are adjudged by the Board suitable for appointment to posts in the '•enior and 
junior scales of the Servdee. 

(2) The fist prepared in accordance with sub-regulation (1) shall then be 
referred to the Commission for adwee, by the Central Government along with 

(a) the records of all officers of State Forest Ser\’icc included in the list ; 

(b) .the records of all other efigiblc officers of the State Forest Service who 
are not adjudged suitable for inclus’on in the list, together with the reasons as 
recorded by the Board for their non-inclusion in the fist ; and 

fc) the obseiv'ations, if anj', of the Ministry of Home Afiairs on the recom- 
mendations of the Board. 

(3) On receipt of the list, along with the other documents receh ed from the 
Central Government the Commission shall forward its recommendations to that 
Government.” 

Regulation 6 stipulates that the officers recommended by the Commission under 
suit-rule (3) of Regulation 5 shall be appointed to the sendee by the Central Govern- 
ment subject to the availability of vacancies in the State cadre concerned. 

In pursuance of the Regulation mentioned above, the Central Government 
•constituted a special selection board for selecting officers to the Indian Forest Sendee 
in the senior scale as well as in the junior scale &om those sen ing in the forest 
■department of the State of Jammu and R^hmir. The nominee of the Chairman of 
the Union Public Service Commission, one M. A. Venkataraman was the Chairman 
•of the board. The other members of the board were the Inspector-General of Forests 
-of the Government of India, one ofthe Joint Secretaries in the Government of India, 
the Chief Secretary to the State Government of Jammu and Kashmir and Naquish- 
bund, the Acting Chief Conservator of Forests of Jammu and Kashmir. 

The selection board met at Srinagar in May, 1967 and selected respondent 7 
to 31 in Writ Petition No. 173 of 1967. The cases of respondents Nos. 32 to 37 
were reserved for further consideration. The selections in question are said to have 
have been made solely on the basis of the records of officers. Their suitabilitj’ was 
not tested by any examination, written or oral. Nor were they inteivdewcd. For 
several j'ears before that selection the adverse entries made in the character rolls of 
the officers had not been communicated to them and their explanation called for. In 
doing so quite clearly the authorities concerned had contravened the instructions 
issued by the Chief Secretary of the State. Sometime after the afore-mentioned selec- 
tions were made, at the instance of the Govermnent of India, the adverse remarks 
made in the course of jnars against those officers who had not been selected were 
communicated to them and their ejqilanations called for. Those explanations were 
considered by the State Government and on the basis of the same, some of the adverse 
remarks made against some of the officers were removed. Thereafter the selection 
board reviesved the cases of officers not selected earlier as a result of which a feav 
more officers were selected. The selections as finally made by the board were 
accepted by the Commission. On the basis of the recommendations of the 
Commission, the impugned list was published. Even after the reriew Basu, Baig 
and Kaul were not selected. It may also be noted that Naquishbund’s name is 
placed at the top of the list of selected officers. 

Naquishbund had been promoted as Chief Conservator of Forests in the year 
1964. He is not yet confirmed in that post. G. H. Basu. Consenutor of Forests in 
the Kashmir Forest Seivica who is admittedly senior to Naquishbund had appealed 
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to the State Goverament against his supersession and that appeal was pending with 
the State Government at the time the impugned selections were made. M. I. Baig 
and A. N. Kaul, Conservators of Forests also claim that they are seiu’ors to Naquish- 
bund but that fact is denied by Naqishbund. Khul had also appealed against his 
alleged supersession but it is alleged that appeal had been rejected by the State Govern- 
ment. 

Naqishbund was also one of the candidates seeking to be selected to the All 
India Forest Service. We were told and we take it to be correct that he did not sit in 
the selection board at the time his name was considered for selection but admittedly 
he did sit in the board and participate in its deliberations when the names of Basu, 
Baig and Kaul, his rivals, were considered for selection. It is further admitted that 
he did participate in the deliberations of the board while preparing the h’st of selected 
candidates in order of preference, as required by Regulation 5. 

The selection board was undoubtedly a high powered body. That much was 
conceded by the learned Attorney-General who appeared for the Uiu’on Govenunent 
as well as the State Government. It is true that the list prepared by the selection 
board was not the last word i^the matter of the selection in question. That list 
along w/th the records of the omcers in the concerned cadre selected as weh as not 
selected had to be sent to the Ministry of Horne Affairs. We shall assume that as 
required by Regulation 5, the Ministry of Home Affairs had forwarded that list with 
its observations to the Commission and the Commission had examined the records 
of all the officers afresh before making its recommendation. But it is obvious that 
the recommendations made by the selection board should have weighed with 
the Commission. Undoubtedly the adjudging of the merits of the candidates by the 
selection board was an extremely important step in the process. 

It was contended before us that section ^ of the All India Services Act, rule 
4 of the rules framed thereuiider and Regulation 5 of the Indian Forest Service 
(Initial Recruitment) Regulations 1966 are void as those provisions confer unguided, 
uncontrolled and uncanalised power on the^ concerned delegates. So far as the 
vires of section 3 of the Indian Administrative Act is concerned, the question is no 
more res integra. It is concluded by the decision of this Court in D. S. Garewal v. 
The State of Punjab and another^. We have not thought it necessary to go into the 
question of the vires of rule 4 and Regulation 5 as we have come to the conclusion 
that the impugned selections must be struck down for the reasons to be presently 
stated. 

There was considerable controversy before us as to the nature of the power con- 
ferred on the selection board under rule 4 read with Regulation 5. It was contended 
on behalf of the petitioners that that power was a quasi-judicial power whereas the 
case for the contesting respondents was that it was a purely administrative power. 
In support of the contention that the power in question was a quasi-judicial power 
emphasis was laid on the language of rule 4 as well as Regulation 5 which prescribe 
that the selections should be made after adjudging the suitability of the officers 
belonging to the State sen-ice. The word ‘adjudge’ we were told means “to judge or 
decide.” It was contended that such a power is essentially a judicial power and the 
same had to bo exercised in accordance with the well accepted rules relating to the 
exercise of such a power. Emphasis was also laid on the fact that the power in ques- 
tion was exorcised by a statutory body and a w-rong exerdsc of that power is likely 
to affect adversely the careers of the officers not selected. On the other hand it was 
contended by the learned Attorney-General that though the selection board was a 
statutory body, as it was not required to decide about any right, the proceedings 
before it cannot be considered quasi-judicial ; its duty was merely to select officers 
who in its opinion were suitable for being absorbed in the Indian Forest Service 
Accord-'ng to him the word ‘ adjudge ’ in rule 4 as well as Regulation 5 means' 

“ found worthy of selection.” 
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The dividing line betn’een an administrative power and a quasi-judicial 
power is quite thin and is being gradually obliterated. For determining whether 
a power is an administrative power or a quasi-judicial power one has to look to 
the nature of the power conferred, the person or persons on whom it is conferred, 
the framework of the law conferring that power, the consequences ensuing from 
the exercise of that power and the manner in which that power is expected 
to be exercised. The organ of the State under our Constitution is regulated and 
controlled by the rule of law. In a welfare State hke ours it is inevitable 
that the jurisdiction of the administrative bodies is increasing at a rapid rate. 
The concept of rule of law would lose its wtality if the instrumentalities of the 
State are not charged with the duly of discharging their functions in a fair and 
just manner. The requirement of acting judiciall}' in essence is nothing but a require- 
ment to act justly and fairly and not arbitrarily or capriciously. The procedures 
which are considered inherent in the exercise of a judicial power are merely those 
which facilitate if not ensure a just and fair decision. In recent years the concept 
of quasi-judicial power has been undergoing a raoical change. What was considered 
as an administrative power some years back is now being considered as a quasi- 
judicial power. The following obser\'ations of Lord Parker, C. X, in-Hagma v. 
Criminal Injtiiries Compensation Board, Ex parte Lain \ are instructive. 

“ With regard to Air. Bridge's second point I cannot think that Atkin, L.X, 
intended to confine his principle to cases in which the determination affected rights 
in the sense of enforceable rights. Indeed, in the Electricity Commissioners case, 
the rights determined were at any rate not immediately enforceable rights since the 
scheme laid down by the commissioners had to be approved by the Minister of 
Transport and by resolutions of Parliament. The commissioners nevertheless 
wore held amenable to the jurisdiction of this Court. Moreover, as can be seen 
from Rex v. Postmaster-General, Ex parte Carmichael,- and Rex v. Boycott Ex 
parte Keasley,^ the remedy is available even though the decision is merely a step 
as a result of w'hich legally enforceable rights may be affected. 

The position as I see it is that the exact limits of the ancient remedy by w'ay of 
certiorari have never been and ought not to be specifically defined. They have 
varied from time to time being extended to meet changing conditions. At one time 
the writ only went to an inferior Court. Later its ambit was extended to statutory 
tribunals determining a Its inter parties. Later again it extended to cases where 
there was no lis in the strict sense of the ivord but where immediate or subsequent 
rights of citizen were affected.' The only constant limits throughout were that it 
was performing a public duty. Private or domestic tribunals have always b^ 
outside the scope of certiorari since their authority is derived solely from contract, 
that is from the agreement of the parties concerned. 

Finally, it is to be observed that the remedy has notv been extended, see Regv. 
Manchester Legal Aid Comnuttee, Ex parte R.A. Brand & Co. Ltd.\ to cases in 
which the decision of an administrative officer is only arrived at after an inquiry 
or process of a judicial or quasi-judicial character. Jn such a case this Court has 
jurisdiction to supervise that process. 

We have as it seems to me reached the position when the ambit of certiorari 
can be said to cover every case in which a body of persons of a public as opposed 
to a purely private or domestic character has to determine matters affecting subjects 
provided always that it has a duty to act judicially. Looked at in this way the 
board in my judgment comes fairly and squarely, within the jurisdiaion of this 
Court. It is, as Kir. Bridge said, ‘ a servant of the Crown charged by the Crown, 
by c.xccutive instruction, with the duty of distributing the bounty of the Crown.’ 

It is clearly, therefore performing public duties.” 

The Court of Appeal of New Zealand has held that the power to make a Zoning 
order under Dairy Factory Supply Regulation. 1936 has to be exercised judicially, 
see New Zealand and Dairy Board v. Okita Co-operative Dairy Co. Ltd."-. This 
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Court in The Piirtabpore Co., Ltd. v. Cane Commissioner of Bihar and others'^, held 
that the power to alter the area reserved under the Sugar Cane (Control) Order, 1966 
is a quasi-judicial power. With the increase of the power of the administrative 
bodies it has become necessary to provide guidelines for the just exercise of their 
power. To prevent the abuse of that power and to see that it docs not become a 
new despotism, Courts are gradually evolving the principls to be observed while 
exercising such powers. In matters hke these, public good is not advanced by a rigid 
adherence to precedents. New problems call for new solutions. It is neither 
possible nor desirable to fix the liimts of a quasi-judicial power. But for the purpose 
of the present case we shall assume that the power exercised by the selection board 
was an administrative power and test the vahdity of the impugned selections on that 
basis. 

It is unfortunate that Naqishbund was appointed as one of the members of the 
selection board. It is true that ordinarily the Chief Conservator of Forests in a 
State should be considered as the most appropriate person to be in the selection 
board. He must be expected to know his oflScers thoroughly, their weaknesses 
as well as their strength. His opinion as regards their suitability for selection to the 
All India Service is entitled to great weight. But then under the circumstances it 
was improper to have included Naqishbund as a member of the selection board. 
He was one of the persons to be considered for selection. It is against all canons of 
justice to make a man judge in his own cause. It is true that he did not participate 
in the deliberations of the committee when his name was considered. But then the 
very fact that he was a member of the selection board must have had its own impact 
on the decision of the selection board. Further admittedly he partiripated in the 
deliberations of the selection board when the claims of his rivals particularly that of 
Basu was considered. He was also party to the preparation of the list of selected 
candidates in order of preference. At every stage of his participation in the deli- 
berations of the selection board there was a conflict between his interest and duty. 
Under those circumstances it is difficult to believe that he could have been impartial. 
The real question is not whether he was biased. It is difficult to prove the State of 
mind of a person. Therefore what we have to see is whether there is reasonable 
ground for believing that he was likely to have been biased. We agree with the 
learned Attorney-General that a mere suspicion of bias not sufficient. There 
must be a reasonable likelihood of bias. In deciding the question of bias we have 
to take into consideration human probabilities and ordinary course of human con- 
duct. It was in the interest of Naqishbund to keep out his rivals in order to secure 
his position from further challenge. Naturally he was also interested in safeguarding 
his position while preparing the list of selected candidates. 

The members of the selection board other than Naqishbund, each one of them 
separately, have filed affidavits in this Court swearing that Naqishbund in no 
manner influenced their decision in making the selection. In a group deliberation 
each member of the group is bound to influence the others, more so, if the member 
concerned is a person with special knowledge. His bias is likely to operate in a 
subtle manner. It is no wonder that the other members of the selection board are 
unaware of the extent to which his opinion influenced their conclusions. Wc arc 
unable to accept the contention that in adjudging the suitability of the candidates the 
'■ members of the board did not have any mutual discussion. It is not as if the records 
spoke of themselves. We are unable to believe that the members of selection board 
functioned like computers. At this stage it may also be noted that at the time the 
selections were made, the members of the selection board other than Naqishbund were 
not likely to have known that Basu had appealed against his supersession and that 
his appeal was pending before the Slate Government. Therefore there was no 
occasion for them to distrust the opinion expressed by Naqishbund. Hence the 
board in making the selections must necessarily have given weight to the opinion 
expressed by Naqishbund. ^ 
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This takes us to the question whether the principles of natural justice apply to 
administrative proceedings similar to that with which W'e are concerned in these 
cases. According to the learned Attorney-General those principles have to bearing 
in determining the validity of the impugned selections. In support of his contention 
he read to us several decisions. It is not necessary to examine those decisions as 
there is a great deal of fresh thinking on the subject. The horizon of natural justice 
is constantly expanding. The question how far the principles of natizral justice 
govern administrative enquiries came up for consideration before the Queens Bench 
Division In re, H.K. {An Infant)\ Therein the vah'dity of the action taken by an 
Immigration Ofheer came up for consideration. In the course of his judgment Lord 
Parker, CJ., observed thus : 

“ But at the same time, I myself think that even if an immigration officer is not 
in a judicial or quasi-judicial capacity, he must at any rate give the immigrant an 
opportunity of satisfying him of the matters in the sub-section, and for that purpose 
let the immigrant know tvhat his inunediate impression is so that the immigrant 
can disabuse him. That is not, as I see it, a question of acting or being required 
to act judicially, but of being required to act fairty. Good admm'stration and an 
honest or bona fide decision must, as it seems to me, require not merely impartia- 
lity, nor merely bringing one’s mind to bear on the problem, but acting fairly ; 
and to the limited extent that the circumstances of any particular case allow, and 
within the legislative framework under which the admim'stratoris working, only to 
that limited extent do the so-called rules of natural justice apply, which in a case 
such as this is merely a duty to act fairly. I appreciate that in saying that it may 
be said that one is going further than is permitted on the decided cases because 
heretofore at any rate the decisions of the Courts do seem to have diav,n a strict 
line in these matters according to w'hether there is or is not a duty to act judicially 
or quasi-judicially.” 

In the same case Blain, J., obsenud thus : 

“ I would only say that an immigration officer having assumed the jurisdiction 
granted by those provisions is in a position where it is his duty to exerrise that 
assumed jurisdiction whether it be administrative, executive or quasi-judicial, 
fairly, by which I mean applying his mind dispassionately to a fair analysis of the 
particular problem and the information available to him in analysing it. If any 
hypothetical case, and in any real case, this Court wus satisfied that an immigration 
officer was not so doing, then in in my view' mandamus w’ould lie.” 

In State of Orissa v. Dr. {Miss) Binapani Dei and others-, Shah, J., speaking for 
the Court, dealing with an enquiry made as regards the correct age of a Government 
servant, observed thus : 

“ We think that such an enquiry and decision were contrary to the basic concept 
of justice and cannot have any value. It is true that the order is administrative in 
character, but even an administrative order which involves civil consequences as 
already stated, must be made consistently with the rules of natural justice after 
informing the first respondent of the case of the State ” 

The aim of the rules of natural justice is to secure justice of to put it negatively 
to prevent miscarriage of justice. These rules can operate onty in areas not covered 
by any law' validly made. In other w’ords the}' do not si»pplant the law of the land 
biit supplement it. The concept of natural justice has undergone a great deal of 
change in recent years. In the past it was thought that it included just two rules, 
namely (1) no one shall be a judge in his own case (Nemo debet esse Judex propria 
causa), and (2) no decision shall be given against a party without afibrding him a 
reasonable hearing {audi alteram partem). Very soon thereafter a third rule was 
envisaged and that is that quasi-judicial enquiries rnust be held in good faith, without 
bias and not arbitrarily or unreasonably. But in the course of years many more 
subsidiary rules came to be added to the rules of natural justice. Till very recently 
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it was the opinion of the Courts that unless the authority concerned was required 
by the law under which it functioned to act judicially there was no room for the 
application of the rules of natural justice. The validity of that limitation is now 
questioned. If the purpose of the rules of natural justice is to prevent miscarriage of 
justice one fails to see why those rules should be made in applicable to administrative 
enquiries. Often times it is not easy to draw the line that demarcates administra- 
tive enquiries from quasi-judicial enquires. Enquires which were considered 
administrative at one time are now being considered as quasi-judicial in character. 
Arriving at a just decision is the aim of both quasi-judicial enquiries as well as 
administrative enquiries. An unjust decision in an administrative enquiry may have 
more far reaching effect than a decision in a quasi-judicial enquiry. As observed 
by this Court in Siiresh Koshy George v. The University of Kerala and others \ the 
rules of natural justice are not embodied rules. What particular rule of natural 
justice should apply to a given case must depend to a great extent on the facts and 
circumstances of that case, the framew'ork of the law under which the enquiry is 
held and the constitution of the Tribunal or body of persons appointed for that 
purpose. Whenever a complaint is made before a Court that some principle of 
natural justice had been contravened the Court has to decide whether the obser- 
vance of that rule was necessarj’ for a just decision on the facts of that case. 

It was next urged by the learned Attorney-General that after all the selection 
board was only a recommendatory' body. Its recommendations had first to be 
considered by the Home Ministry and thereafter by the U.P.S.C. The final re- 
commendations W'ere made by the TJ.P.S.C. Hence grievances of the petitioners 
have no real basis. According to him while considering the validity of adminis- 
trative actions taken, all that we have to see is whether the ultimate decision is just 
or not. We are unable to agree wth the learned Attorney-General that the recom- 
mendations made by the selection board were of little consequence. Looking at the 
composition of the board and the nature of the duties entrusted to it we have no 
doubt that its recommendations should have carried considerable weight with the 
U.P.S.C. If the decision of the selection board is held to have been ritiated, it is 
clear to our mind that the final recommendation made by the Commission must also 
be held to have been vitiated. The recommendations made by the Union Public 
Service Commission cannot be dissociated from the selections made by the selection 
board W’hich is the foundation for the reconunendations of the Union Public Seivace 
Commission. In this connection reference may be usefully made to the decision in 
Regina v. Criminal Injuries Compensation Board Ex Parte Lain.- 

It was next urged by the learned Attorney-General that the mere fact that one 
of the members of the Board was biased against some of the petitioners cannot vitiate 
the entire proceedings. In this connection he inrited our attention to the decision 
of this Court in Sumer Chand Jain v. Union of India and another^. Therein the 
Court repelled the contention that the proceedings of a departmental promotion 
committee were vitiated as one of the members of that committee was favourably 
disposed towards one of the selected candidates. The question before the Court 
was whether the plea of mala fides was established. The Court came to the con- 
clusion that on the material on record it was unable to uphold that pica. In that 
case there was no question of any conflict between duty and interest nor any member 
of the departmental promotion committee was a judge in his own case. The only 
thing complained of was that one of the members of the promotion committee was 
favourably disposed towards one of the competitors. As mentioned earlier in this 
case vto are essentially concerned with the question whether the decision taken by 
the board can be considered as haring been taken fairly and justly. 

One more argument of the learned Attorney-General remains to be considered. 
He urged that even if we are to hold that Naqishbund should not have participated 
in the deliberations of the selection board while it considered the suitability of Basu, 
Baig and Kaul, there is no ground to set aside the selection of other officers. 
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by treating his business at three places mentioned above as separate units. This 
request was acceded to by the Board of Revenue. The orders of assessment relating 
to the two years were made in April. 1964 and March, 1964 respectively. 

The Sales Tax Officer issued notices in December. 1965 for reopening the original 
assessments on the ground that certain turnover had escaped assessment. The 
objections of the respondent to these notices having failed a "writ petition seeldng to 
quash the orders made by the Sales Tax authorities was filed. A learned Single- 
Judge held that in respect of the assessment year 1961-62 the Sales Tax Officer had no 
jurisdiction or authority to proceed under Rule 33 of the Travancore Cochin General 
Sales Tax Rules. 1950 which were in force at the material time. It was found that the 
notice served in December, 1965 relating to that assessment year was beyond the time 
limit of three years prescribed by the rule. As regards the assessment 5 -ear 1962-63 
the learned judge held that the time-limit would expire on 31st March, 1966. Owing 
to the writ petition and the stay orders which had been made the assessment could 
not be completed. The learned judge felt that it was owing to the orders of the Court 
that the Sales Tax authorities had been prevented from completing the assessment 
within the time. While disposing of the writ petition it was observed that the 
Sales Tax authorities would be at liberty to complete the proceedings initiated by 
the notice within the period of 59 days at the expiry of which the period_ prescribed 
by Rule 33 was to expire. The respondent preferred an appeal to a dirision bench 
which set aside the direction granting 59 da 5 's extension for completing the assessment 
on the ground that the same was not justified under the law. 

Counsel for the appellant has confined the appeal only to the proceedings relating 
to the assessment 5 'ear 1962-63. It is admitted that with regard to the other 5 ’ear 
1961-62 the proceedings became barred. It is contended before us that on a true 
construction of Rule 33 it should be held that the proceedings under that Rule have 
to commence within three years next succeeding to that to which the tax relates and 
that it is not necessary that the entire proceedings relating to the escaped assessment 
should be completed within that period. In other words if such proceedirgs under 
Rule 33 have been commenced within the period prescribed by the rule they can be 
continued even beyond the period of three years till a final order of assessment is 
made. Reliance has been placed on a number of decisions of this Court some of 
which may be noticed. In The State of Punjab and others v. Tara Chard Lajpat Pai^, 
the question which came up for consideration w'as that where the Sales Tax Authority 
issued a notice under section 11 (2) of the Punjab General Sales Tax Act. 1948 before 
the expiry of three s'ears from the termination of the period for furnishing returns 
but finalised the assessment order after three years from the aforesaid date, whether 
such an assessment could be said to be barred by time. It was held that assessment 
proceedings commenced in the case of a registered dealer either when he furnished a 
return or when a notice was issued to him under section 1 1 (2) of the Punjab Act and 
if such proceedings were taken within the prescribed time, though the assessment was 
finalised subsequently even after the expiry of the prescriber period no question of 
limitation would arise. In The State of Punjab and another Murltdhar Mahabir 
Prasad-, the question of laws was whether on a proper interpretation of sub-sections 
(4) and (5) of section 11 of the Punjab Act the period of limitation was three years 
for miking the assessment from the Ia,st date on which the return was to be filed or 
■* whether the order of assessment was valid even after it was made after a period' of 
three s'eirs provided the necessary notice had been issued within that period. The 
aforesaid pro’.lsion of the Punjab Act may be read : 

“ 11. (4) If a registered dealer, haring furnished returns in respect of a period 
fails to comph' with the terms of a notice issued under sub-section (2) the Assessing 
Authority shall within three years after the expiry of such period, proceed to assess 
to the best of his judgment the amount of the tax due from the dealer. 
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(5) If a registered dealer does not furnish returns in respect of any period by 
the prescribed date, the Assessing Authority shall within three years after the expiry 
of such period, after giving the dealer a reasonable opportunity of being heard, 
proceed to assess to the best of his judgment, the amount of tax, if any, due from 
the dealer.” 

Relying mainly on the observation in GItamhyam Das v. Regional Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Sales Tax, Nagpur'^, this Court held that the proceedings for assessment 
w'ere valid because the same had been initiated within the period prescribed under 
section 11 (5). The principle laid down in Tara Chand Lajpat Rai’s^, case W’as 
followed. 

Rule 33 of the relevant rules is in these terms : 

Rule 33 (1) “ If for any reason the whole or any part of the turnover of business 
of a dealer or licensee has escaped assessmenbtotaxin any year or if the licence fee 
has escaped levy in any year, the assessing authority or licensing authority as the 
case may be, subject to the provisions of sub-rule (2) may at any time within three 
5 'ears next succeeding that to which the tax or licence fee relates determine to the 
best of his judgment the turnover which has escaped assessment and assess the 
tax payable or le\'y the licence fee in such turnover after issuing a notice to the 
dealer or licensee and after maldng such enquiry as he considers necessary'.” 

Now in view of the previous decisions the principle is firmly established that assess- 
ment proceedings under the Sales Tax Act must be held to be pending from the time 
the proceedings are initiated until they are terminated by a final order of assessment. 
The distinguishing feature on W’hich emphasis has been laid by the Counsel for the 
respondent is that the language employed in rule 33 is such as to lead to only one 
conclusion that the final determination of the turnover which has escaped assessment 
and the assessment of the tax have to be done w'ithin three years. It is pointed out 
that in the other Sales Tax provisions which came up for consideration in the cases 
mentioned above the words employed were “ proceed to assess ” e.g., sub-sections 
(4) and (5) of section 1 1 of the Punjab General Sales Tax Act. Our attention has 
been invited to the appropriate dictionaiy meaning of the word “ determine ” which 
is “ to settle or decide ” — ^to come to a' Judidal decision — (Shorter Oxford Enghsh 
Dictionary). It is suggested that the w'ord “ determine ” was employed in Rule 33 
with a definite intention to set the limit within which the final order in the matter of 
assessment should be made, the limit being three years. We find it difficult to accept 
that in the context of Sales Tax legislation the use of the words “ proceed to assess ” 
and “ determine ” would lead to different consequences or result. In this connection 
the words which follow the word “ determine ” in Rule 33 must be accorded their 
due signification. The W'ords “ assess the tax payable ” cannot be ignored and it 
is cbarlj' meant that the assessment has to be made w'ithin the period prescribed. 
Assessment is a comprehensive word and can denote the entirety of proceedings 
which are taken w'ith regard to it. It cannot and does not mean a final order of 
assessmmt alone unless there is something in the context of a particular provision 
w'hich compels such a meaning being attributed to it. In our judgment despite the 
phraseology employed in Rule 33 the principle which has been laid in other ca^s 
relating to anilogeus provisions in Sales Tax statute must be followed as othenrise 
the purpose of a provision like Rule 33 can be completely' defeated by taking certain 
collateral proceedings and obtaining a stay order as was done in the present case or 
by unduly delaying assessment proceedings beyond a period of three years. 

It is undoubtedly open to the Legislature or the role making authority to make 
its intention quite clear that on the expiry of a specified period no final order of assess- 
ment C-un be made. Then the taxing authorities would certainly be debarred from 
completing the assessmmt beyond the period prescribed as was the case in sub- 
section (3) of section 34 of the Income-tax Act, 1922; but' such is not the case here 


I. (1964) 4 S.CR. 436: (19641 1 1.T J. 74: 2. (1967) 19 S.T.C. 493 : (1967) 3 S.CR. 
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and we would hold that the assessment proceedings relating to the year 1962-63 were 
within time. 

The appeal is allowed and the judgment of the High Court is set aside. The 
case shall go back to the High Court for disposal of such points as were previously 
not decided. In terms of the previous order dated 3rd April, 1969, the respondents 
shall be entitled to costs in this Court. 

V.M.EL Appeal allowed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present S. M. Snau, G. K. Mitter and P. Jaganmohan Reddy, JJ. 

K. Ranganatha Reddiar — Appellant* 

V. 

The State of Kerala — Respondent. 

Prevention of Food Adulteration Rules (1955), Proviso to Ride 12-A— Interpretation 
— Requirement of warranty in writing about “the nature, substance and quality" 
of the article of food as demanded by the vender— “ Quality is up to the mark" if 
could be interpreted to have same effect as certifying “ the nature, substance 
and quality" of an article of food. 

When the proviso to rule 12-A of the Prevention of Food Adulteration Rules, 
1955, expressly says that no w'ananty in such form ( Form VT-A) shall be neces- 
sary in certain eventualities it would be rewriting the rule to hold that nevertheless 
the things must exist in the label or the cash memo. It seems that if the words 
in the warranty can reasonably be interpreted to have the same effect as certifying 
“the nature, substance and quality” of an article of food, the warranty will fall 
within the proviso. The Prevention of Food Adulteration Act is of wide apj.lica- 
tion and millions of small traders have to comply with the provisions of the Act 
and the Rules. 

The words “ quality is up to the mark ” in the cash memo means that the quality 
of the article is up to the standard required by the Act and the vendee. Quality 
in this context would include nature and substance because the name of the article 
is given in the cash memo. It must be remembered that it is not a document drafted 
by a solicitor; it is a document using the language of a tradesman. Any tradesman, 
when he is assured that the quaUty of the article is up to the mark will readily con- 
clude that he is being assured that the article is not adulterated. The offence, if any, 
has been committed by the seller and not the appellant. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order dated the 21st July, 1967 of the Kerala 
High Court in Criminal Appeal No. 109 of 1966. 

A. S. R. Chari, Senior Advocate (A. S. Nambiar and K.R. Nambiar, Advocates, 
within him), for Appellant. 

V. K. Krishna Menon, Senior Advocate (Af. R. K. Pillai, Advocate, with him), 
for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Sikri, J . — ^In this appeal by certificate the only point that arises is whether the 
cash memo- Exhibit D-1, issued by the seller to the appellant contains a warranty 
within rule 12-A of the rules framed under the Prevention of Food Adulteration Act 
(XXXSTI of 1954), hereinafter referred to as the Act. The Magistrate who tried the 
complaint, held that Exhibit D-I was a proper warranty and it fell within the 
proviso to rule 12-A. The High Court on appeal held to the contrary. 

The relevant facts are these. The appellant is a Rice and General Merchant and 
holds a wholesaler’s licence. It was alleged in the complaint that the appellant had 


•Cr. A. No. 141 of 1967. 
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Stored and exposed for sale and sold compounded Asafoetida which was found to 
have been adulterated by wheat starch and tapioca starch and that non-pennitted 
orange coaltar dye was present. The report of the Public Analyst to Government, 
Trivandrum, was relied on in this connection. 

The appellant appeared as a witness and he stated that he purchased Asafoetida 
from L. T. Alalcesan and Brothers, received it in enclosed packets in bags and sold 
it in bags. He received invoice which reads as follows : 

“ L.T. Alakesan .& Brothers, 

Asafoetida Merchants, VeUamadom 
Sri K. Ranganatha Reddiar, Kottarakara 
Rate : 6.00 

Particulars : C.S.T. Rs. 2. One case of Asafoetida Mislg^ bag 30 Rs. 180-00 
The quality is up to the mark C.S.T. Rs. 3.60 


Rs. 183.60 


Rupees one hundred and eighty-three and nP. sixty only. 

One case (1-d) (I-d) 1/4/64 (Sd.) 147542 18/5/64. ” 

He further stated that “ it is written on the packet as “ Extra Superior ” in 
English and as “ Compounded mislg’’ full of quality and flavour ” in Tamil.” 

The relevant statutory prosisions are : 

The Prevention of Food Adulteration Act, 1954. 

“ Section 14, Manufacturers, distributors and dealers to give Karranty : — 

N ) manufacturer, distributor or dealer of any article of food shall sell such article 
to any vendor unless he also gives a warranty in writing in the prescribed form 
about the nature and quality of such article to the vendor.” 

Section 19 (2). A vendor shall not be deemed to have committed an ofience 
pertaining to the sale of any adulterated or misbranded article of food if he 
proved: — 

(a) that he. purchased the article of food — 

(i) in a case where a licence is prescribed for the sale thereof, from a duly 
licensed manufacturer, distributor or dealer, 

00 in any other case, from any manufacturer, distributor or dealer, with a 
written warranty in the prescribed form ; and 

(b) that the article of food while in his possession was properly stored and 
that he sold it in the same state as he purchased it”. 

The Prevention of Food Adulteration Rules, 1955. 

“ Rale 12-A, Warranty — ^Every trader selling an article of food to a vendor shall, *- 
if the vendor so requires, deliver to the vendor a warranty in Form %T-A : 

Pro'.ided that no warranty in such form shall be necessary if the Izlxl on the 
article of food or the cash memo, delivered by the trader to the vendor in respect 
of that article contains a warranty certifying that the food containc-d in the pachage 
or container or mentioned in the cash memo, is the same in nature, substance and 
qimlity as demanded by the vendor. 

Explanation— Tnc term ‘ trader ’ shall mean an importer, manufacturer, whole- 
sale dealer or an authorised agent of such importer, manufacturer or wholesale 
dealer.” 
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•within the proviso he is entitled to acquitta . 

It was contended before us me^L^wSMe^ same in nature, 

state expressly that the food mention ^nd if these words did not exist 

substance and quahty as demanded by > unable to accede to this 

in the cash memo is nS duLed in a label or cash memo 

contention may be that U tw ^ ^tich uses these words : 

the warranty must be in Form Y1 A warranted 


to be the same in nature, suosiauv^ ^ 

But we do not decide this as it is ^^jJ®“g^7omi^shalTbe necessary in certain 
proviso expressly says that to hold that nevertheless the same thm^ 

eventualities it would be rewnUng the rule to f4™to us that if the in the 

must exist in the label or the cash mem . ^ certifying the 

warranty can reasonably be interprete ^ ^ tiie warranty will fall within 

nature, substance and quality ” of an ^ of small traders have to 

the proviso. The Act js of wide app Rules. The learned Counsd for 

comply with the pro^sions of tii® comply with the provisions they sl’ould 

the State says that if they are not _ab underlying the Act can be achieved, 

stop carmng on ^eir trade Birt 1 ^ reasonable interpretation to rule 12-A, 

without disorganising the trade, oy g o 

it is our duty to do so. necessary to 

A number of English Food and Drugs Act, 1875, and the later 

refer to them as they interpret the Sal relevant sections deahng with 

Food and Drugs Act, 1955. differrat -words have been ^ 

defences is different and 'wnrranUes emp 7^ carried on and the object of the Act 

But they do at least show this that trade be carma^ 

is not defeated even if traders use ordmarj languo^ 

language in warranties. _ . ns t^at the words 

Coming now to the language '“^fo^amfof the Lticle is up to the standard 
“ quality is up to the mark mean th ^ 5^ - context •v.'ould include tt^-tu 

required by the Act and the vendee. Q . . givc-n in the cash memo. It 
and substance because the name of th j. , ^ ^ solicitor, it is a docurnent ti-iug 
remembered that it is not a when he is assured that the 

the language of a tradesman. Any conclude that he is being ^sured ^ 

of the a^le is up to the mark will readdy committed by the seller 

the article is not adulterated.- The offence, it ani, na. 

and not the appellant. , 4 ;m.rpnce in the meaning of the 

There was some argument.befor^ as o^^h^ pointed out that section 
words “ nature, substance and j substance. But it is not neewsao 

uses two words “ nature and made to the case o^ Babur f y y. 

to express our views on this point. . words on the label ^d th 

CoZation of Calaitta.^ This ^ourt hd W -^rranty. But we are 

called cash memo in that cas^ appellant or the State. 

> unable to see how that case -ssis 

In tte result the appeal is bond shall be treated as ean- 

thit of the Magistrate restored. The appellant 

celled. Appeal allowed. 

V.M.K. 


, , S.CJ. M = !19sn (“■) ^ 
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THE SUPREME COUHT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. Sh.ah, S. M. Sksu axd V. RwASV.'Ain, JJ. 

Jothi Timber Mart, etc. ... Appellants* 

V. 

The Corporation of Calicut and another ... Respondents. 

Calicat City Municipal Act {XXXofl96l\ Proviso to section 126 (I) — Interpretation — 
Levy of tax on timber on entry — No tax on timber brought into the city in the course 
of transit to any place outside the city and directly removed out of the city by rail, 
road or water — Proviso if exempts from taxation timber brought into the city in 
the course of transit even when not directly removed out of the city by rail, road 
or water. 

By virtue of Article 246 read vrith Schedule ^T^, Item 52, List II, of the Consti- 
tution, the State may legislate in the matter of “ tax on the entry of goods into 
a local area for consumption, use or sale therein.*' The mum'cipalit}' derives its 
power to tax from the State Legislature and can obriously not have authority more 
extensive than the authority of the State Legislature. Section 126 of the Calicut 
City MunicipalAct, 1961 (XXX of 1961). declares acharge of tax on timber brought 
into the city. The proriso to see section 126 (1) says that no tax shall be levied 
on any timber brought into the city in the course of transit to any place outside the 
city and directly removed out of the city by rail, road or water. The proriso does 
not exempt from taxation timber brought into the city in the course of transit even 
when it is not directly removed out of the city by rsH, road of water. It is 
difittcult to hold that the proviso is enacted with the object of bringing to ia.x all 
(entry of timber which is not brought into the city in the course of transit to any) 
place outside the city and directly removed out of the dty by rail, road or watw. 

Appeals from the Judgment and Orders dated the 3Ist August, 1965 of the 
Kerala High Court in Writ Appeals Nos. 134 of 1964, etc. 

H. R. Gokltale, Senior Advocate (B. Datta. Advocate and J. B. Dodaclicnji and 
O. C. Mathur, Advocates of Mfs.J. B. Dadadumji & Co., with him), for Appellants 
(En all the Appeals). 

C. K. Daphtary, Senior Advocate, (A. S. Nambiar and Miss Lily Thomas, 
Advocates, with him), for Respondent No. i (In all the Appeals). 

D. P. Singh and M. R. K. Pillai, Advocates, for Respondent No. 2 (In all the 
Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delh ered by 

Shah. J . — ^In a group of petitions presented before the High Court of Kerala 
the appellants challenged the validity of the le\y of “ timber-tax ’* by the Corporation 
of Calicut on the grounds, inter alia, that the State Ijcgislature is incompetent to 
impose that tax uncTer the Kerala Act (XXX of 1961). Gorindan Nair, J.. declared 
that the Legislature was incompetent to enactsection 126 of the CalicutCityMunidpal 
Act, 1961 (XXX of 1961). The decision of Gorindan Nair, J., was reversed in 
appeal by a Di\Tsioa Bench of the High Court and the petitions were dismissed. 

By virtue of .Article 246 read with Schedule WL Item 52, List II of the Constitu- 
tion, the State may legislate in the matter of “tax on the entry of goods into a local 
area for consumption, use or sale therein.'* The appellants contend that section 126 
conferring authority to impose timber tax Holales the restrictions upon the legislathe 
power imposed by the Constitution and on that account is void. 


» C. As. Xos. 1079 to I0S6 and 
toss to 1099 of 1956. 


ISih July, 19©. 
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Section 98 of the Act enumerates the taxes and duties which the Municipah’ty 
may levy and one of the taxes described in clause (e) is “ tax on timber brought into 
the city Section 126 of declares a charge of tax on timber brought into the city : 
it provides, (insofar as it is material): 

“ (1) If the Council by a resolution determine that a tax shall be levied on 
timber brought into the city, such tax shall be levied at such rates, not exceeding 
five rupees per ton, and in such manner as may be determined by the Council: 

Provided that no tax shall be levied on any timber brought into the city in 
the course of transit to any place outside the city and directly removed out of the 
city by rail, road or water. 

(2) No timber shall, except in the case referred to in the proviso to sub-sec- 
tion (1) be brought into the city unless the tax due thereon has been paid. 

(3) The tax shall be levied on timber kept within the city for sale if the Com- 
missioner has reason to believe that the tax, if any, due thereon has not been paid : 


Power to make bye-laws for sale and seizure of timber in respect of which tax 
is not paid and for carrying out the provisions relating to the levy of tax is conferred 
by section 126 (6) and section 369 (1) of the Act. The Corporation of Calicut has 
frara3d bye-laws relating to the levy and collection of timber tax. It is provided by 
clause 3 that the tax on timber shall be paid immediately on timber being brought 
into the City. Bye-law 7 provides : 

“ (1) If timber is brought into the city and it is claimed that it is in the course 
of transit to a place outside the city and not for consumption, use or sale witW 
the city and if in the opinion of the authority or officer authorised to collect the 
tax on timber, such timber brought into the city is not for the purpose of transit 
but for the purpose of consumption, use or sale therein, such authority or officer 
may demand from the person claiming exemption an amount equal to the tax 
leviable for such timber as security. 

(2) If the person, who has paid the security satisfies the Comnussioner within 
14 days from the date of payment that the timber in respect of which the amount 
was paid was brought into the city in the course of transit and not for consumption, 
rxse or sale therein the Commissioner shall refund the amount to such person. 

. Otherwise the same shall be appropriated towards tax due on such timber. 

(3) * ♦ * ^ * 


( 4 ) 


* » 


The High Court held that timber may be imported within the limits of the 
Corporation for four puiposes — (I) for consumption in the city; (2) for use in the 
city; (3) for sale in the city; and (4) for transit through the city, and since all the four 
purposes were within the enacting part of the section and the proviso to section 126 
(1) having eliminated the right of the Municipality to levy tax for transit through 
the city, “the taxing power conferred by Entry 52, List 11 of the Seventh Schedule 
was ensured and its constitutional strength and validity upheld ” thereby. 

Counsel for the appellants contends that the High Court was in error in holding 
that entry of timber into the Municipal area may be only for consumption, use, or 
sale within the Municipality or in the course of transit through the limits of the muni- 
cipality. He says that the entry may for instance be merely for storage of the goods 
within the limits of the municipality and a provision levying tax on goods entering 
the limits of the municipality without a specification of the purpose is beyond the 
legislative power of the State. 
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Entry of goods within the local area for consumption, use or sale therein is made 
taxable by the State Legislature : authority to impose a general levy of tax on entry 
of goods into a local area is not conferred on the State Legislature by item 52 of List 
II of Schedule Vn of the Constitution. The Mum’cipality derives its power to tax 
from the State Legislature and can obviously not have authority more extensive than 
the authority of the State Legislature. If the State Legislature is competent to levy 
a tax only on the entry of goods for consumption, use or sale into a local area, the 
Municipality cannot under a legislation enacted in exercise of the power conferred 
by item 52, List II have power to levy tax in respect of goods brought into the local 
area for pu^oses other than consumption, use or sale. The authority, of the Slate 
Legislature itself being subject to a restriction in that behalf, section 126 may reasona- 
bly be read as subject to the same limitations. When the power of the legislature 
with limited authority is exercised in respect of a subject-matter, but words of wide 
andgeneral import are used, it may reasonably be presumed that the Legislature was 
using the words in regard to that activity in respect of which it is competent to legis- 
late and to no other ; and that the Legislature did not intend to transgress the limits 
imposed by the Constitution ; see In re Hindu Women’s Rights to Property Act, 1937^ 
To interpret the expression “brought into the city” used in section 126 (1) as meaning 
brought into the city for any purpose and without any limitations would, in our judg- 
ment, amount to attributing to the Legislature an intention to ignore the constitu- 
tional limitations. The expression “ brought into the city ” in section 126 was there- 
fore rightly interpreted by the High Court as meaning brought into the municipal 
limits for purposes of consumption, use or sale and not for any other purpose. 

While we agree with the ultimate conclusion of the High Court we may obsen'e 
that we do not agree with the assumption made by the Hi^ Court that the entry of 
goods into the city may be only for the four purposes mentioned by the Ih'gh Court ; 
nor do we hold that the proviso exempts from taxation timber brought into the city 
in the course of transit even when it is not directly removed out of the city by rail, 
road or water. The proviso in our judgment has a limited operation. It merely 
provides that the municipality shall not be entitled to levy a tax on timber brought 
into the city in the course of transit to any place outside the city and directly removed 
out of the city by rail, road or water. But on that account we are unable to hold 
that the proviso is enacted with the object of bringing to tax aU entry of timber which 
is not brought into the city in the course of transit to any place outside the city and 
directly removed out of the city by rail, road or water. 

The appeals fail and are dismissed. There will be no order as to costs in these 
appeals. 

■V.M.K. Appeals dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Original Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — ^S. M. Sikri, G. K. Mitter and K. S, Hegde, JJ. 

Shyamal Chakravarty ... Petitioner* 

V. 

The Commissioner of Police, Calcutta and another ... Respondents. 

Preventive Detention Act (IV of 1950), section 3 — Scope — Detenu and his associates 
using deadly weapons, acid bulbs, iron rods, lathis etc., indiscriminately and thus 
endangering luiman lives in the locality — Detenu and his associates also prc'^ 
venting the police constables from discharging their lawful duties — Grounds of 
detention if have reference merely to maintenance of order. 

The detenu in each of the cases (as indicated in the grounds of detention) acted 
along with associates who were armed with lathis, iron rods, acid bulbs, etc. It is 

1. (1941) 2 M.LJ. 12: (1941) F.b J. 1: (1941) F C R 12. 

*W.P. No. 102 of 1969. 


4 th August, 1969. 
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cisarlv said in ground No. 1 that he committed a riot and in discriminately used 
acid bulbs, iron rods, lathis, etc., endangenng human hves This ground ^nnot 
be <^aid to have reference merely to maintenance of order because it aflects the 
locality and everybody who Ih'es in the locali^. Similarly, in the second ground, 
he along with his associates prevented the police constables from discharging their 
lawful duties and thus affected everybody hving in the locality. In ground No. 3, 
the whole locality was in dangerasthe detenu and his associate-s were armed 
Yj-jth deadlv weapons and these were in fact used indiscriminately endangering 
human liv^ in the locality. The object of the detenu seems to have been to terro- 
rise the locahty and bring the whole machinery of law and order to a halt. There- 
fore, it cannot be said that the grounds do not have any relation to the maintenaiice 
of public order. There has been no breach of the pro-visions of the Pre\entive 
Detention Act, 1950. The fact that public order is affected by an act which was 
also an offence under the Indian Penal Code seems to be irrelevant. 

Petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of India for a writ in the nature 
of habeas corpus. 

Yinoo Bhagat, Advocate, amicus curiae, for Petitioner. 

S.P. Mitra-AdvoceXQ and <x. S. Chatterjee, Advocate, £or Sukimiar Baste, 
Advocate, for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Sikri, J . — This is a petition under Article 32 of the Constitution by Shyamal 
Chakraborty who has been detained under the Preventive Detention Act, 1950 
Cheremafeer referred to as the Act). Three grounds have been urged by the learned 
Counsel why "we should issue a writ of habeas corpus directing his release : (I) that 
the detenu’s representation was not considered by the Government, (2) that the 
grounds furnished to the detenu mentioned offences under the Indian Penal Code and 
cannot be used for the purpose of detaining the detenu except in emergencies, and 
(3) that the grounds do not have any relation to the maintenance of public order. 
Following are the facts as they emeige from the affidavits on record. 

The detenu was detained by an order No. 3846-D-D. (S), dated I3th November, 
1968, passed by the Commissioner of Police, Calcutta in exercise of powers conferred 
on him by section 3 (2) of the Act. The detenu was arrested on 13th November, 
1968 and was served -with the grounds of detention both in English and in vernacular 
on the same day. On 15th November, 1968, the Commissioner of Pohee reported 
ffie fact of such detention of the pethiouer together with the grounds and other parti- 
culars having bearing on the necessity of the order to the State Government. On 
19th November, 1968, the Governor was pleased to approve the said order of deten- 
tion under section 3 (3) of the Act and on the same day the Governor submitted 
the report to the Central Government under section 3 (4) of the Act together with 
grounds and other particulars having bearing on the necessity of the order. On 7th 
December, 1968, his case was placed before the Advisory Board under section 9 
of the Act. On 6th January, 1969,the Advisory Board after consideration of the 
materials placed before it was of the opinion that there was sufficient cause for deten- 
tion of the petitioner. The petitioner had not submitted any represe-ntation to the 
State Government till then. By an order dated 8th January, 1969, the Governor 
was pleased to confirm the order of detention. It appears that on the 13th January, 
1969 and 16:h January, 1969, the detenu made representations. After the receipt 
of these representations the same were sent fay the Home Department to the Com- 
missioner of Police for his report. On 1st April, 1969, the Commissioner of Poh'ce 
informed the Home Departinent that he did not recommend the release of the peti- 
tioner. But the representations of the petitioner were not received back from the 
Commissioner of Police with his letter of the 1st April, 1969. Later on the Com- 
missioner of Police sent back the representation dated 13th January', 1969 to the 
Home Department. This Court on 28th March, 1969, issued a notice under Article 
;>2 oi the Constitution to the Commissioner of Poh'ce and to the State Government to 
show cause why Rule Nisi should not be issued made returnable three weeks hence 
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Oa recaipt of this notic3 the State Govenuaeat refraiaed froai passiag aay order oa 
the representation dated 13th Jaauary, 1969. The lepreseatatioa dated 16th Jaaaary, 
1969 is uatraceable, but effort is beiag made to trace it. Accordiag to the Com- 
laissioaei of Police it ^Yas oa the same liaes as the represeatatioa dated 13lh Jaauary, 
1969. 

It is accessary to reproduce the grouads of deteation serv'ed oa the deteau aad 
they are ia the following terms : 

“ You are bemg detained in pursuance of a detention order made under sub- 
section (2) of section 3 of the Preventive Detention Act, 1950 (IV of 1950) 
on the following grounds : 

You have been acting in a manner prejudicial to the maintenance of pubh'c 
order by the commission of offences of rioting, assault etc., as detailed below ; 

(1) That on 28th June, 1968, at about 6 p.m. you along with your assodates 
being armed with lathis, iron rods, acid bulbs, etc., committed a riot in Kumartuli 
Park in course of which you severely assaulted Shri Amal Krishna Roy of 20-A 
Abhoy Mitra Street and iron rods, acid bulbs etc., were indiscriminately used 
endangering human lives. 

(2) That on 23id July, 1968, at about 6.10 p.m. you along with your associates 
being armed with lathis, iron rod, hockey sticks, etc., attacked constables Sankar 
Lai Bose and Jagdish Singh both of Shyampukur P.S. on Kaliprosad Chakraborty 
Street near the Gaudiya Math who went there to discharge their lawful duties, 
as a result of which constable Sankar Lai Bose sustained bleeding injuries on his 
person. 

(3) That in the night of 3rd October, 1968, between 11.50 p.m. and 1.30 A.M. 
you along with your assodates being armed with deadly w'eapons took part in a 
riot at l^bindra Sarani from Bug Bazar Street crossing to Kumartuli Street 
crossing in course of which bombs, brickbats and soda water bottles were indis- 
criminately hurled endangering human lives. 

You are hereby informed that you may make a representation to the State 
Government against the detention order and that such representation should be 
addressed to the Assistant Secretary to the Government of West Bengal, Home 
Department, Special Section, Writers’ BuOdings, Calcutta and forwarded through 
the Superintendent of the Jail in which you are detained as early as possible. 

You are also informed that under section 10 of the Preventive Detention Act, 
1950 (TV ot 1950) the Advisory Board, shall, ifyou desire to be heard, hear you 
in person and that if you desire to be so heard by the Advisory Board you should 
intimate such desire in your representation to the State Government.” 

Coming now to the first point raised by the learned Couirsel it seems to us that 
there has been no breach of the provisions of the Act. This Court has held that it is 
obligatory on the Government to deal with the r^resentations made by the detenu, 
but the facts recited above show that the detenu did not choose to make a representa- 
tion before the Advisory Board dealt with the matter, and further the State Go%em- 
ment was in the process of dealing with the representation when this Court issued the 
notice. Moreover, in the representation dated 13th January', 1969, the detenu barely 
stated that the grounds were false and that the detenu was a poor man and the family 
conditions were miserable and he w’as living peacefully in the tow'n and had never 
committed any act which was manifestly prejudicial to the mainte-nance of public 
order or communal harmony. He prayed that “ under the i ircumstanccs, I am to 
request you to kindly produce me before the Advisory Board and release me.” 

At that stage it was impossible to produce him before the Advisory Board. The 
Advisory Board had already dealt with the matter. Under these circumstances we 
are unable to say that there has been a breach of section 7. We trust that the State 
Government will now’ immediately deal with the representation or representations 
and pass a suitable order. 
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[s.c. N.c. 37.] 

M. HidayataUah, C. J. 
A. N. Ray and 
7. D. Dm, JJ. 
2-2-1970. 


Brij Kishore Pandey v. 
The State of U.P. 
Cr. A. No. 108 of of 1969. 


Penal Code (XLV of 1860), section 302 — Punishment for murder — ^Award of 
lesser sentence — Discretion of Court 

Both the sentences of death and imprisonment for life for the offence of murder 
are legal and the Courts have a fair discretion in the matter, in the hght of the cir- 
cumstances existing in each case. 

The previous history of the accused in the present case, which shows a certain 
amount of lack of control and a sense of grievance together with certain abnormali- 
ties of mind, make it clear that it was an act of a person who w'as easily excited and 
therefore likely to be moved by irresistible impulses. Considering also his age, 
(22 years and 9 months), although his act was probably pre-planned in the sense that 
he had a knife with him, it was an act of person who suddenly lost control. Although 
under our present law the plea of irresistible impulse is not yet accepted as a defence 
to a charge of murder, it may be taken into account in assessing the true punishment 
to be given in a given case. Therefore, although the Supreme Court would be very 
unwilling to interfere in matters of sentence, on the facts of the present case the ends 
ofjustice would be amply served by reducing the sentence of death to one of 
imprisonment for life. 

V.K. Sentence reduced. 


[s.c. N.c. 38.] 

M. Hidayatullah, C. J., 

J. C. Shall, 

K. S. Eegde, 

A. iV. Grover, 

A. iV. Rav and 7. D. Dua, JJ. 
2-2-1970. 


Champa Knmari Singhi v. 
The Member Board of Revenue, West 

Bengal. 

C.A. Nos. 564-571 of 1968. 


Tax recovery — ^Limitation — ^Agreement between Income-ta.x Department and 
assessees — ^Tax to be paid in instalments and on failure to pay any of the instalments 
whole amouat to be paid forthwith — ^FaQure to pay first instalment — Proceedings for 
recovery commenced after the expiration of one year from the last day of the financial 
year in which the demand was made — Whether barred by limitation. 

Indian Income-tax Act 1922 (Central Act XI of 1922), section 46 (1), (7) proviso, 

Cv). 

Under an agreement entered into between the assessees and the Income-tax 
Department the total tax liability of the parties was calculated and each party be- 
came jointly and severally liable for the whole amount. The instalments were fixed 
to be payable on 31st March, evety year, commencing from 31st March, 1953, and 
ending with 31st March, 1957, and on the breach of a single instalment the whole 
of the amount became exigible. On 22ad September, 1952, notices of demand were 
sent to the assessee for the pajment of the first instalment which fell due on 31st 
March, 1953. The assesssees failed to pay the first instalment on and 14th March, 
1956, certificates under section 46 (2) of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922, were 
issued for the rccoverj' of the amount. The assessees filed writ petitions in the High 
Court to quash the recovery proceedings on the ground that the proceedings were 
barred by limitation because the proceedings should have been commencedT within 
the end of the financial year commencing from 31st March, 1953. The High Court 
held that the proceedings were not barred by limitation. On appeal to Sunreme 
Court, 

Held, (by m.ajority) (Eegde, J., 
not barr^ by h'mitation. 

S— N K O 


dissenting) — The recovery proceedings were 



Clause (/r) of the proviso to sub-scction {7) of section 46 does not mention about 
the exigibility of the whole amount or exigibhitj ■ of any particular insla'mt nt. 
It only says that if instalments are granted, the time of one year ending with the end 
of the financial j'ear is to be calculated from the date on which the last instalment 
is payable. 

Held on facts, the scheme of the instalments took the matter out of the main 
part of sub-section (7) and brought it within the proviso to clause (/r). Under the 
assessment order a notice of demand was sent to pay the money of the first instal- 
ment of Rs. 9,50,000 by 31st March, 1953. On breach of it, the whole amount was 
said to be exigible and the demand in respect of that was also made. The appellants, 
therefore, became defaulters on the failure to pa)' the first instalment. 'W'benever 
instalments are granted, the period of fimitation counts from the last instalment and 
here it would be one year from 31st March, 1957. The certificate was issued on 
14th March, 1956, and, therefore, it was w'ell within the period of fimitation. 

T.K.K. '■ Appeals dismissed. 

[s.c. N.c. 39.] 

M. HidayatuUah, CJ. 

J. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hegde, 

A. N. Grover, 

A. AL Ray and 
I. D. Diia, JJ, 

5-2-1970. 

Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14, 19, 352, 358, 359 and 301 to 305 — ^Pro- 
clamation of emergency under Article 352 — ^EfiFect — ^Executire action of Gorernmenf, 
if and when protected by Arficle 358 or 359 — ^Freedom of trade guaranteed by Article 
301 — Cannot be taken away by an executive fiat. 

On 30th December, 1964 the State of Andhra Pradesh ordered that the sugar 
quota allocated to the tw’in cities of Hyderabad and Secunderabad be given in its 
entirety to a co-opeiative society at Hyderabad. On that account the respondents, 
who held licences under the Andhra Pradesh Sugar Dealers Licensing Order, 1963, 
for distribution of sugar and who were also recognised dealers under the Sugar Con- 
trol Order, 1963, were prevented from carrying on their business. When this order 
was made the proclamation of emergency declared by the President under Article 
352 of the Constitution of India on 26th October, 1962, was in force. On the question 
of validity of the order : 

Held, the order was invalid and had been rightly struck down by the High Court 
as “null, void and tdtra vires.” 

No doubt on the issue of the proclamation of emergency, under Article 352, the 
State is, for the duration of the emergency, competent to enact legislation, notwith- 
standing that it impairs the freedoms guaranteed by Article 19 of the Constitution. 
The State is also competent to take executive action which the State would, but 
for the provisions contained in Article 19, be competent to take. But the e.xetutivc 
order immune from attack is only that order which the State was competent, but for 
the provisions contained in Article 19, to make. Executive action of the State which 
is otherwise invalid is not immune from attack merely because a proclamation of 
emergency is in operation when it is taken'..' Since the impugned order was plainly 
contrary to the statutory provisions contained in the Andhra Pradesh Sugar Dealers 
Licensing Order, 1963 and the Sugar Control Order, it was not protected under 
Article 358 of' the Constitution. 

Nor had it the protection under Article 359. Only if the impugned order 
was shown to be made under the authority reserved by thc^Defence of India Ordi- 
nance or niles made thereunder, the jurisdiction of the Court to entertain a petition 
for impairment of the guarantee under Article 14 may be excluded. But the im- 


District Collector v. 
M/s. Ibrahim & Co. 
C.A. Nos. 1285-1309 of 1966. 
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pugasd action was not shown to be taken under the Defence of India Ordinance or 
under the rules or order made thereunder. 

Again under Article 301 the freedom of trade, commerce and intercourse 
throughout the territory of India is declared free, subject to restrictions contained 
in Articles 303 to 305. By Article 304 even by Legislature, restrictions on the freedom 
of trade, commerce and intercourse with or within the, State may only be imposed, 
such restdetiens are reasonable and are required in tie public interest and the Bill 
or amendment is introduced or moved in the Legislature of a State with the previous 
sanction of the President. Obviously the guarantee under Article 501 cannot be 
taken away by executive action. 

V.K. Appeals disiyihsed’ 


[s.c. N.C. 40.] 
/. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hegde and 
A. N. Grover, JJ. 
5-2-1970. 


Eishirode Behari Chakravarty v. 

Union of India. 
C.A. No. 2374 of 1956. 


Constitution of India (1950), Article 311 — ^Dismissal of public servant — ^Enquiry 
under Article 311 — Scope. 

The enquiry under Article 311 is a domestic enquiry and the Court is not con- 
cerned with the question whether on the evidence before the ofiScer or authority pas- 
sing the order against the civil servant, there was sufficient evidence to Justify the 
order. The guarantee under Article 311 is of the regularity of the enquiry'. If 
the enquiry is not vitiated on the ground of any procedural irregularity the Court 
is not concerned to decide vhether the evidence justifies the order. 

V.K. Appeal dismissed. 

[s.c. N.C. 41.] 

M. Hidcryatidlah, C.L, 

J. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hsgde, 

A. N. Grover, 

A. jV. Ray and Sanjeevi Naidu, etc. v. 

.D. Dtta, JJ. State of Madras. 

5-2-1970. C.A. Nos. 397, 400-402. 404-41 7, 422-441 , 

451 etc., of 1959. 

CousHtution of India (1950), Article 166 (3) — ^Madras Government Business Rules, 
Rule 23 (A) — Validity — ^If ultra vires the powers under Article 166 (3). 

Rule 23 (A) of the Madras Government Business Rules, which provides that 
the powers and functions which the State Transport undertaking may exercise under 
section 68-C of the Motor Vehicles Act shall be exercised and discharged on behalf 
of the State Government by the Secretary to the Government of Madras in the 
Industries, Labour and Housing department, is valid and is not idtra vires the 
powers under Article 156 (3) of the Constitution of India. 

The Constitution has authorised the Governor under Article 155 (3) to m^ke 
rules for the more convenient transaction of business of the Government of the State 
and for the allocation amongst its Ministers, the business of the Government. The 
Governor can not only allocate the various subjects amongst the Mi«u'sters but may 
go further and designate a particular official to discharge any particular function, 
on the advice of the Council of Ministers. In the very nature cf things, neither the 
Council of 'Ministers nor an individual Minister can attend to the numerous matters 
that come up before the Government. These matters hav’e to be attended to and 
decisions taken by v'a.riou5 officials at various levels. )\Tien those officials discharge 
the functions allotted to them, they arc doing so as liinbs ■ of the Government and 
not as persons to whom the pow'er of the Government had been delegated. 
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It cannot therefore be contended that by making rule 23 (A) the po'n’er under 
section 68 -C of the Motor Vehicles Act conferred by Parh’ament to the State Govern- 
ment has been delegated to somebody else. 

V.K. Appeals dismissed, 

[s.c. N.c. 42.] 

A. N. Ray and Govinda Kadfnji Kadam v. 

I. D. Dm, JJ. State of Maharashtra. 

9-2-1970. Cri. A. No. 188 of 1969. 

Criminal Procedure Code (V of 1898), sections 410, 418 and 421 — ^Appeal under 
.section 410 — Summary dismissal by the High Court by the word “ rejected ” — ^Pro- 
priety. 

Though on appeal under section 410, Criminal Procedure Code, by a person 
convicted at a trial held by a Sessions Judge or an Additional Sessions Judge the ap- 
pellant is entitled under section 418 of the Code to challenge the conclusions both on 
facts and of law and to ask for a reappraisal of the evidence, the appellate Court has 
nevertheless full power under section 421 of the Code to dismiss the appeal in limine 
even without sending for the records, if on perusal of the impugned order and the 
petition of appeal it is satisfied with the correctness of the order appealed against. 
This power has to be exercised after perusing the petition of appeal and the copy of 
the order appealed against and after affording to the appellant or his pleader a 
reasonable opportunity of being heard in support of the appeal. The summary 
decision is accordingly a judicial decision which vitally affects the convicted appellant 
and in a fit case it is also open to challenge on appeal in the Supreme Court. An 
order summarily dismissing an appeal by the word “ rejected ”, as in the present 
case, though not violative of any statutory provision removes nearly every opportu- 
nity for detection of errors in the order. Such an order does not speak and is in- 
scrutable giving no indication of the reasoning underlying it. It may at times 
embarrass the Supreme Court when the order appealed against prima facie gnys 
rise to arguable points. When, therefore, an appeal in the Kgh Court raises a 
serious and substantial point which is prima facie arguable it is improper for that 
Court to dismiss it summarily without giving some indication of its view on the points 
ra'sed. The interest of justice and fairplay require the High Court in such a case to 
give an indication of its views sc that the Supreme Court in the event of an appeal 
from that order being presented, has the benefit of the High Court’s opinion on those 
points. 

Held on facts, that the order of dismissal in limihe of the appeal of the appel- 
lants by the High Court w'as insupportable. 

V.K. Appeal allowed and 

case Ttmmtde^. 

[s.c. N.c. 43.] 

J. C. Shall, 

K. S. Hegae and Basakha Singh & Co., Lid. v. 

A. N. Grover, JJ. Collector of Central Excise and Land 

Customs. 

9-2-1970. C.A. No. 1987 of 1966. 

Sea Customs Act of 1878), section 167 (8) — Import Trade Schedule, Items 
314 and 315 — Imported items whether 12 bore guns or parts thereof — Finding by 
customs authorities — ^Interference with by Courts — Scope. 

The parts of a gun can be broadly categorised under four reads viz., (1) Butt: (2) 
Barrel ; (3) Action and (4) Forehand. According to the appellant, tl.c articles im- 
ported are only Barrels and Actions. It did not import eitnci Butts or Fomhar.ds. 
Even according to the Collector of Customs Butts were not imported. Without a 
butt a gun cannot be used. Therefore the Collector of Customs, Board of Revenue 
and the Goveinraent were not right in concluding that the articles imported hy the 
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appsUant are 12 bore guns for which he had no licence. Thej are obviovsly parts 
of gun. The Division Bench of the High Court was in enor in thinking that every 
^ding of the authorities under the Sea Customs Act, however, wrong it may be, 
is binding on the Court. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 

[s.c. N. c. 44.] 

S. M. Sikri and Dev Kanta Barooah v. 

V. Bhargava, JJ. Golak Chandra Bamab. 

12-2-1970. C.A. No. 1701 of 1968. 

Representation of the People Act (XLTTT of 1951), section 123 (4) — ^VSben 
attracted. 

In an election it is always open to a candidate to show that his rival candidate 
is lacking in knowledge in education and is not capable of managing the affairs pro- 
perly in any public body. A slight exaggeration is quite natural on occasions 
when canvassing is going on for an election. 

Where statements of facts are gis'en and only inferences are drawn the words 
used at the time of putting down the inferences have to be held to be expressions of 
opinion and not statements of fact. 

It is quite clear that the words Deshdrohita and Vishwasglmiakia, (Assamese 
words for revolt against country and treachery or breach of faith respectively), have 
been used only to bring into li^t the conduct of the respondent which was adverse 
to the poh'cies of the Congress and against the interests of the country. Possibly, 
milder words could have been used to describe his conduct on these occasions, but 
even the use of strong words is not very unnatural at the time of election. The words 
used though harsh were not such as to lead the voters to think that the respondent 
had a low’ moral character. Care was taken to give the facts from which inferences 
were being drawn and the voters could W'ell perceive for themselves whether the 
inference w’hich was drawn and expressed in these strong terms was justified or 
not. 

Further, a false statement of fact which deals with the political position or 
reputation or action of a candidate caimot be held to be a false statement as to the 
personal character of the respondent and cannot therefore constitute corrupt practice 
under section 143 (4) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 

Held on facts, that the High Court svas not right in setting aside the election of 
the appellant on the ground that he w'as guilty of the corrupt practice under section 
123 (4) oi the Act. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 

[s.c. N.c. 45.] 

/. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hegde and Khnshal Khemgar Shah v. 

A. N. Grwer, JJ. Mrs. Khorshed Banu Dabiba Boatwalla. 

12-2-1970. C.A. No. 1201 of 1966. 

Partnership Act (XI of 1932), sections 14, 39, 42, 46 and 55 (1) — ^Partnership 
deed stipalating that partnership should be continued by surviving partners even after 
death of a partner — ^Legal representative of deceased partner if disentitled to claim a 
share in the value of goodwill. 

It cannot be contended that goodwii may be taken into account only when there 
is a general dissolution of the firm and not whe-n the representative of a p.irtner claims 
his share in the firm, which by e.\press stipulation is to continue notwithstanding 
the death of a partner. Sections 39, 42, 46 and 55 (1) of the Partnership Act do 
not support such a contention. These provisions deal with the concept and conse- 
quences of dissolution of the firm; they do not i ithcr abrogate the terms of the con- 
tract between the partners relating to the conccqucnccs to ensure in the event of the 
d;ath of a partner when the firm is not to stand dissolved by such death, nor to the 
right which the partner has in the assets and property of the fihm. 



It cannot he argued that in interpreting a deed of partnership, the business 
whereof it is stipulated shall be continued by the surviving partners even after the 
death of a partner, the Court will not award to the legal representatives of the de- 
ceased partner a share in the goodwill in the absence of an cjpress stipulation to 
the contrary. The goodwill of a firm in that component of the total value of the 
undertaking which is attributable to the ability of the concern to earn profits over 
a course of years because of its reputation, location and other features and is an asset. 
In interpreting the deed of partnership, the Court will insist upon some indication 
that the right to_a share in the assets is, by virtue of the agreement that the suniring 
partners are entitled to cany on the business on the death of the partner, to be 
extinguished. In the absence of a provision expressly made or clearly implied, the 
normal rule that the share of a partner in the assets devolves upon his legal repre- 
sentatives will apply to the goodwill as well as to the other assets. 

An agreement between the partners that the name, the place of business and 
the reputation of the firm are to be utilised by the surviving partners m'll not neces- 
sarily xvarrant an inference that it was intended that the heirs of the deceased 
partner will not be entitled to a share in the goodwill. 

V.K. Appeal dhviissed. 

[s.c. N.c. 46.] 

M. Hidayatullah, C. J., 

J. C. Shah, 

K. S. ffegde, 

A. N. Grover, 

A. N. Ray and Joint Commercial Tax Officer v. 

7. D. Diia, JJ. Young Men’s Indian Association. 

12-2-1970. C.A. Nos. 1724-1727 of 1967. 

Madras General Sales Tax Act (I of 1959), section 2 (g) and (n) — ^Members club 
preparing and suppljing food, snacks, beverages, etc., to its members — K liable to 
pay sales tax. 

By Majority : The essential question, in the present case, is wlxther the supply 
of the various preparations by each club {viz., the Cc^mrpolitan Club. Madras, the 
Young Men’s Indian Association,' Madras and the Law’lc} Institute, Ootaermund), 
to its members involved a transaction of sale. The State Legislature being com- 
petent to legislate only under Entry 54, List JI of the 7th Schedule to the Consti- 
tution the expression “ sale of goods ” bears the same meaning which it has in the 
Sale of Goods Act, 1930. Thus in spite of the definition contained in section 2 (n) 
read with Explanation 7 of the Madras General Sales Tax Act, 1959, if there is no 
transfer of property from one to another there is no sale which would be exigible 
to tax. If the club even though a distinct legal entity is only acting as an agent fer 
its members in the matter of supply cf various preparations to them no sale woidd 
be ins'olved as the element of transfer W'culd be completely absent. 

The final conclusion of the High Court in the Judgment under appeal was that 
the case of each club was analogous to that of an agent or mandatory investing his 
owm mmie" for preparing thmgs for consumption of the principal and later 
recouping himself for the expenses incurred. Thus, as no transaction of sale was 
involved there could be no levy of tax under the prorisions of the Act on the supply 
of refreshments and preparation by each one the clubs in the present case to its 
members. 

Case-law discussed. 

Per Shah, J., (in a separate but concurring opinion) : Whether icfrcshmcnfs 
bes'cragjs and other articles supplied by a Members’ club for cqnsidcialion to its 
membeis arc in law sold depends upon the circumstances in which the transacticn 
takes place. In each case the liability to tax of the transaction wall depend upon its 
strictly legal form. Tf an incorporated members’ .club supplies its properly to its 
members at a fixed tariff, the transaction would readily be deemed to be one for sale. 
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even if the transaction is on a non-profit basis ; such a transaction would be liable 
to sales tax. Where, however, the club is merely acting on behalf of the members 
to make available to them refreshments, beverages and other articles, the trans- 
action will not be regarded as a sale, for the club is the agency through which the 
members have arranged that the refreshments, etc., should be made available. The 
test in each case is whether the club transfers property belonging to it for a price or 
the club acts as an agent for making available property belonging to its members. 

(His Lordship however disagreed with the majority on the question of the ap- 
propriateness of applying the analogy of the cases decided under the Licensing Act 
in the United Kingdom concerning the supply by clubs of alcholic drinks to their 
members, to a taxing statute.) 

V.K. Appeals diimiaed. 

[s.c. .N.c. 47.VV 

S. M. Sikri and Smt. Bhagwan Kanr v. 

V. Bhargava, JJ. State of Punjab. 

13-2-1970. C.A. No. 1159 of 1966. 

Pepsff Tenancy and Agricaltnral Lands Act (Xm of 1955), as amended by Pepsn 
Act (XV of 1956j, sections 32-B and 22 — ^Scope — Act if hit by Article 14 of the Consti- 
tution. 

Section 32-B applies only to a landowner owning or holding land rmder his 
persoail cultivation which in the aggregate exceeds the permissible limit and the 
contention that the words “ rmder the personal cultivation ” in the section applies 
only to a tenant and not to a lando^vner is untenable. Although this interpretation 
leads to som j hardship on some person this is the correct meaning and accordingly 
the appellant cannot take advantage of section 32-B and the subsequent provisions 
in G.iapter IV-A. If chapter'IV-A is out of the way then it is difficult to bold 
that section 22 does not apply, on the facts of this case. Section 22 iclearly enables 
the respondents to put in applications to acquire proprietary rights as it was not con- 
tested that they were tenants \vithin the definition of the word in section 20. 

The point that Pepsu Tenancy and Agricultural Lands Act, 1955, is hit by 
Article 14 of the Constitution of India is not open for any further discussion because 
the Supreme Court has held that this Act is protected by Article 31-A of the Consti- 
tution and cannot be challenged on the ground that it violates Article 14. (See Pritam 
Singh Chahil v. State of Punjab, A.I.R. 1967 S.C. 930 and Inder Singh v. State of 
Punjab, A.I.R. 1967 S.C. 17761. 

V.K. Appeal dismissed. 

[s.c. N.c. 48.] 

J. C. Shalt, 

K. S. Hegde and Chinnamuthu Gounder v. 

A. N. Grover, JJ. P. S. A. Pemmal Chettiar. 

16-2-1970. C.A. Nos. 1116-1118 of 1966. 

Midras Cultivating Tenants’ Protection Act (XXV of 1955), sections 3 (2) (d) 
and 6-.4 — Provisions of section 6-A, when attracted — Effect of tenant denying title of 
landlord. 

The clear import of section 6-A is that in any suit before any civil Court for 
possession, if the defendant proves not only that he is a cultivating tenant but also 
that he is entitled to the benefits of the Act the civil Cruit is bound to transfer it to 
the Revenue Divisional Officer and cannot proceed to try and dispose of it itself. 

In ihe present case it has been found by the High Court as also by the trial Court 
that the appellants had wilfully denied the title of the respondent who is the landlord. 
They thus became disentitled to the _ benefits of the Act. Consequently the civil 
Court had jurisdiction to proceed with the trial and there was no question of its 
transferring the suit to the Revenue Divisional Officer. There has been a consistent 
coarse of decisions of the MadrasHigh Court that in order to attract the applicability 
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of section 6-A both, the conditions must co-exist, namely, the defendant must be 
a cultivating tenant within the meaning of the Act and he should be entitled to 
the benefits of the Act. If both these conditions are not satisfied no question of any 
transfer under section 6-A with arise. The civil Court may have to determine, for 
the purpose of coming to the conclusion whether a suit has to be trarsfcncd under 
section 6-A, certain questions which are mthin the jurisdiction of the Revenue Court 
under the Act. But that cannot affect the interpretation of the words “ cultivating 
tenant entitled to the benefits of the Act.” 

V.K. Appeal dismissed. 

[s.c. N.c. 49.] 

A. N. Ray and R. M. Chatferji v. 

I. D. Dua. JJ. Havildar Fuer Singh. 

19-2-1970. Criminal Appeal No. 89 of 1967. 

Criminal Procedure Code (V of 1898), sections 156, 169 and 190 (1) (c) — ^Police 
submitting final report after investigation that there is no case — Magistrate if can call 
upon poUce to submit a charge-sheet. 

It has been emphasised in several decisions that it is of the utmost importance 
that the judiciary should not interfere with the poh'ce in matters which are nithin 
their province and into which the law imposes on them the duty of enquiry'. 

The provisions of the Cr. P. Code do not empower the magistrate to aslc the police 
to submit a charge-sheet. If, however, the magistrate is of opim'on that the report 
submitted by the police requires further investigation the magistrate may order 
investigation under section 156 (3) of the Code. Directing a further investigation 
is entirely different from asking the poh'ce it submit a charge-sheet. Further more, 
section 190 (1) (c) of the Code empowers the magistrate to take cognizance of an 
ofienca notwithstanding a contrary opinion of the police. 

Thus, a magistrate cannot call upon the poh'ce to submit a charge-sheet when 
they have sent a report, that there is no case for sending up the accused for tiial. 

(Divergent views expressed h.y various High Courts referred to. Decisions of 
Calcutta and Madras High Courts approved and those of Bombay and Patna High 
Courts overruled.) 

V.K. Appeal aliov.rd. 
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It will bo convenient to deal with the points 2 and 3 mentioned above together. 
It is tru3, as urged by the learned Counsel forthc petitioner, that this Court has con- 
sistently held that the grounds must have relevance to the maintenance of public 
order, and that they should not relate merely to the maintenance of order. It is true, 
as laid down by this Court, that the contravention of any law always affects order 
but before it can be said to affect public order it must affect the community or the 
public at large. As Ramaswami, J., put it in Piishkar Mtiklierjee and others v. 
The State of West Bengal^ “ in this connection we imist draw a line of demarcation 
between serious and aggravated forms of disorder which directly affect the com- 
munity or injure the public interest and the relatively minor breaches of peace of a 
purely local significance which primarily injme specific individuals and only in a 
secondary sense public interest.” 

The question which arises is this, do the grounds reproduced above relate merely 
to maintenance of order or do they relate to the maintenance of public order ? 
It will be noticed that the detenu in each of these cases acted along with associates 
who were armed tvith lathis, iron rods, acid bulbs, etc. It is clearly said in ground 
No. 1 that he committed a riot and indiscriminately used acid bulbs, iron rods, lathis, 
etc., endangering human lives. This ground cannot be said to have reference merely 
to maintenance of order because it affbets the locality and everybody who lives in the 
locality. Similarly, in the second ground, he alongwith his associates prevented the 
police constables from discharging their lawful duties and thus affected everybody 
living in the locality. 

In ground No. 3, again the whole locality was in danger as the detenu and his 
associates were armed with deadly weapons and these were in fact used indiscrimi- 
nately endangering human lives in the locality. The object of the detenu seems to 
have been to terrorise the locality and bring the whole machinery of law and order 
to a halt. We arc unable to say that the Commissioner of Police could not in view 
of these grounds come to the conclusion that the detenu was likely to act in a manner 
prejudicial to the maintenance of public order in the future and it was necessary to 
prevent him from doing so. The fact that public order is affected by an act which 
was also an offence under the Indian Penal Code, seems to us to be irrelevant. 

In the result the petition fails and is dismissed. 

V.M.K. Writ petition dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. M. Shelat, V. Bhargava and C. A. VAroiAUNGAM, JJ. 
Bennett Ooleman & Co. Pvt. Ltd. ... Appellant*- 

V. 

Punya Priya Das Gupta ... Respondent. 

Working Jou/nalists {Conditions of Service') and Misccllcnteotis Provisions Act, {XLV 
of 1955), sections 7, 5 {\) {d) and 17— Scope — “Newspaper employee” and 
“Working Journalist”, definitions of {to be subject to a context to the contrary'^ 
Respondent {an ex- employee), if entitled to maintain his application for gratuity. 

Indian Evidence Act (Jo/ 1872), section \\5— Scope— Estoppel— Rule of evidence only, 
not of substantive right— Ingredients— Burden of proof— Representation to be 
clear and tmambiguous and not indefinite. 

Industrial Disputes Act {XIV of 1947), section 2 (rr) (i>— ‘ Wages ’, meaning of— 
Monetary value of the free telephone and newspapers attd also the car allowance 
if could be included as part of wages. ’ 

The definition section 2 of the Working Journalists (Conditions of Service) 
and Miscellaneous Prorisions Act, 1955 commences with the words “In this Act 
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unless the context otherwise requires” and prowdes that the definitions of the various 
expressions will be those that are given there. Similar qualifying expressions are 
also to be found in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Minimum Wages Act, 
1948 the C. P. and Berar Industrial Disputes settlement Act, 1947 and certain other 
statutes dealing with industrial questions. It is, therefore, clear that the defini- 
tions of “ a rtews-paper employee ” and “ a wor^ng journalist” have to be cons- 
trued in the light of and subject to the context requiring otherwise. Section 5 of 
the Act, which confers the right to gratuity, itself contemplates in clause (d) of 
sub-section 1 a case of payment of gratuity to the nominee or the lamily ot a working 
journalist who dies while he is in the sertdee of a newapaper establishment. 
Section 17(1) provides that where any amount is due under the Act to a newspaper 
employee from an employer, such an employee himself or a prson authorised 
by him or, in case of his death, any member of his family can apply to the State 
Government or other spedfied authority for the recovery thereof. Similar pro- 
visions are also to be found in section 33-C (I) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
Claims under that section include those for compensation in cases of retrench- 
ment, transfer of an undertaking and closure under Chapter V-A of that Act, 
all of which would necessarily bo claims arising after termination of service and 
the claimant would obviously be one in all those cases who w'ould not be pre- 
sently employed in the establishment of the employer against whom such claims 
are made. Likewise, the claim for gratuity under section 17 read with section 5 of 
the Act would itself be one which accrues after the termination of emplojment. 
These provisions, therefore, clearly indicate that it is not only a newspaper employee 
presently employed in particular newspaper establishment who can maintain an 
application for gratuity. The scheme of aU these Acts dealing with industrial ques- 
tions is to permit an ex-empIoyce to avail of the benefits of their provisions, the 
only requirement being that the claim in dispute must be one which has arisen or 
accrued whilst the claimant was in the employment of the person against whom 
it is made. There can, therefore, be no doubt that the definitions of a newspaper 
employee ” and “ working journalist ” being subject to a context to the contiary, 
the benefit of sections 5 and 17 is available to an exemp Joyce though he has ceased 
to be in the employment of that particular newspaper establishment at the time 
of his apph'cation for gratuit}'. 

Having signed the receipt in full settlement of all his claims and having thereby 
induced the company to accept his resignation without insisting on a full month’s 
notice, was he estopped from making claims inrespect of his leave for one month, 
the car allowance and the free telephone and newspapers and for including them 
as part of his w'agcs for calculating gratuity ? Assuming that the rule of estoppel, 
as incorporated in section 115 of the Eridence Act, were to apply, the foundation 
of that rule is that it is inequitable and unjust to a person, that if another person 
by a representation induces him to act as he would not have otherwise acted, the 
person who made the representation should be allowed to deny the effect of his 
former statement to the loss and injury of the person who has acted on it. The 
burden of proving the ingredients of section 115 of the Evidence Act lies on the 
party' claiming estoppel. The representation which is the basis for the rule must 
be clear and unambiguous and not indefinite, upon which the party relying on 
it is said to have, in good faith and in belief of it, acted. The statement of account 
prepared at the time when the respondent gave the said receipt appears to indicate 
that the benefit of the free telephone and newspapers and the car allowance were 
not taken into account and gratuity due to the respondent was calculated on the 
amount of pay being comprised of basic wages and dearness allowance 
only. But the inference that the respondent had gir-cn up his aforesaid claims when 
he passed the said receipt appears to be rebutted by other facts. In these circums- 
tances it becomes doubtful whether he could be said to have been estopped from 
making the said claims on the ground only of the said receipt, if that receipt was 
obtained, as alleged by him, under the stress of circumstances. In this connec- 
tion the fact that he kept the said cheque uncashed is not totally without rclcvancc- 
Undcr section II5 of tne Evidence Act the representation which estops a person 
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makmg it from acting contrary to it is one on the behef of which the oher person 
acts in a manner he would not have done but for it and on believing it to be true. 
Such a conclusion is difficult in face of the uncontradicted statements in the letter 
Exhibit W/4 that the man^ement would not give him the letter of acceptance of 
his resignation unless he signed the said receipt in full settlement of all his claims. 
The plea of estoppel made on behalf of the company, therefore, cannot be 
accepted. 

So far as the car allowance is concerned, there was nothing to suggest that it 
was paid to reimburse him of the expenses of conveyance which he would have to 
incur for discharging his duties as the special correspondent, or that it w’as any- 
thing else than an allowance within the manning of section 2 (rr) of Industrial Dis- 
putes Act. It would, therefore, faU under the inclusive part (/) of the deffiu’tion. 
Likewise, the benefit of the telephone and new^apers was allowed to the res- 
pondent not merely for the use thereof in connection with his employment or duties 
connected with it. Both the car allowance and the benefit of the free telephone 
and newspapers appear to have been allowed to him to directly reduce the expen- 
diture which would otherwise have gone into his faim’ly budget and were therefore 
items relevant in fixation of fair w'ages. That being the position, the two items 
could on the facts and circumstances of the present case be properly regarded 
as part of the respondent’s w’ages and had to be taken into (^culations of the 
gratuity payable to him. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Award dated the 25th Februarj', 1966 of the 
Labour Court, Delhi, in W. J. No. 2 of 1964. 

G. B. Bai and J. Mahanjen, Advocates, and (O. C. Mathttr and J. B. Dadachanji, 
Advocates of J. B. Dadachanji & Co,, for ApseUant. 

iVf. K. Ramannirti, Senior Advocate, {Shyamla Pappu, J. Rmnamiirti, M. Mohan 
P. S. Klisra, Miss B. Thaur and Vineet Kumar, Advocate with him), for Respondent. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Award dated the 28th February, 1966 of the 
Labour Court, Delhi in W. J. No. 2 of 1964. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shelat, J . — This appeal, by Special Leave, is directed against the award of the 
Labour Court, Delhi in a reference made to it under section 17 (2) of the Working 
Journalists (Conditions of Service) and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1955 (referred 
to hereinafter as the Act). 

The relevant facts leading to the said reference may first be stated. 

B/ its letter dated I6:h January. 1953 the appellant-company appointed the res- 
pondent as a stafii correspondent at Gauhati on a basic salary of 300 and dearness 
allowance at 40 per cent thereoi in addition to a fixed conveyance allowance ofRs. 100 
per month. Sometime thereafter the respondent was transferred to the company's 
branch office at Delhi where he worked as a spedal correspondent. By 1963 the- 
remuneration payable to him came to Rs. 700 as basic pay, Rs. 497 as dearness allow- 
ance, Rs. 200 per month as car 3llov\-ance in addition to a free telephone and free 
newspapers. On Sth October, 1963, while he was on leave, the respondent tendered 
hin resignation. On I4th October, 1963 P. K. Roy, the company's General Manager, 
informed the respondent that his letter of Sth October, 1963 could not be cons’dcred 
as one of resignation as under the company’s rules he would have first to report on 
duty and then to give a notice. On 2l5t October, 1963. however, the company 
accepted the resignation with cfiect from that date and thereupon the respondent 
joined the Indian Express on 23rd October, 1963. Meanwhile one V. G. Karnik 
on behalf of the company, informed the respondent by his letter dated 19th November 
1963 that in the absence of a proper notice by him there could bo no termination of 
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employmsnt and that “ your reported acceptance of another employment in the cir- 
cumstances is in contravention of the terms and conditions of service of this com- 
pany.” The respondent had, in the meantime, claimed compensation for leave due 
to him, to which claim the said letter of Kamik replied that the company's rules did 
not permit any such compensation where an employee had resigned. On 21st No- 
vember, 1963 the respondent wrote to the said Roy (Ex. W/4) that (1) after he had 
tendered his resignation there was a discussion between them when the matter of 
acceptance of his resignation was amicably settled and that it was thereafter that he 
joined the Indian Express, (2) the letter of Karnik that there was no termination of 
his employment was not correct, (3) after 21st October, 1963 he had gone to the com- 
pany’s office to settle his accounts and collect the dues payable to him as also thv letier 
of acceptance of his resignation but he was told that Ae accounts were not yet ready 
and he was not then paid even his salary and dearness allowance due up to 20!h 
October, 1963 although “ I had asked for these amounts at least”, (4) the letter 
accepting his resignation was held back until he was prepared to si^ a docu- 
ment “purporting to waive all my rights to leave salary” which he had tirst refused 
to sign, (5) on receiving the said letter of Kamik, he had thought necessary to get a 
written acceptance of resignation, that, as apprehended by him, that letter was ban- 
ded over to him on that day only after he accepted a cheque for Rs. 2,810.47 F. and 
had given receipt therefor “ in full and final settlement of all my claims ” and that 
he w'anted to specify in that receipt that full and final settlement on his side did not 
include compensation for one month's leave di.e to him but the accountant did 
not allow him to do so. The statement of account which was given to the respondent 
on 21st November, 1963 and on which he signed the said receipt stated that he had 
received thejsaid cheque “in full and]final settlement of all my claims againstthe com- 
pany subject to the bonus for 1963 if declared and pay able to me. The statement of 
account mentioned Rs. 901.34 only as remuneration for 20 days of October, 1963 
on the basis of his monthly remuneration being Rs. 1,397, comprisc-d cf R>. 700 as 
basic salary, R;. 497 as dearness allowance and Rs. 200 as car allowance. The State- 
ment of account thus shows that though he was on leave in October 1963, the com- 
pany included the car allowance while calculating his wages due for these 20 days. 
Bat it also shows that no compensation for leave due to him was paid and further 
that in calculating the gratuity' payable to him the monetary' value of free telephone 
and free newspapers and the car allowance were not included as part of his wages. 
In reply to the respondent’s letter of 21st November, 1963, the said Roy, by his letter 
of 5th December, 1963, w'rote that as the respondent had not taken away the com- 
pany’s letter of acceptance of resignation by the time Kamik addressed the said 
letter Kamik was “right on facts” but, in view of the settlement of his affairs and 
the subsequent settlement of accounts, “ it was better to forget the past and 
part amicably.” He also made it clear that the respondent’s claim for 
leave compensation was not admissible under the company's rules. The 
respondent thereafter applied to the D.dhi Administration and the latter as 
aforesaid ,referred his claim to the Labour Court for adjudication. In his statement 
of claim before the labour Court, the respondent claimed that the monthly wages 
payable to him were Rs. 700 basic, Rs. 497 as dearness allowance, Rs. 200 conveyance 
allowance and Rs. 50 being the estimated value of the benefit of a free telephone and 
newspapers, aggregating Rs. 1,447 per month. He claimed gratuity computable on 
the basis of Rs. 1,447 as being his monthly wages Rs. 1,447 as compensation for the 
month's leave, in all Rs, 6,000 .34 P. He did not deduct from the said claim the said 
said of amount of Rs. 2.810.47 P. as he had not encashed the cheque given to him 
against the receipt dated 2Ist November, 1963. Die company in its written state- 
ment denied the claim relying on the said receipt and furthei denied that the car 
allowance and the monetary value for the free tclqihone and new^apers could be 
included in the wages pay'able to the respondent either as due to him or for calcu- 
lating gratuity. Before the Labour Court the company did not dispute the value of 
the benefit of the free telephone and newspapers estimated by the respondent, but 
it raised the question whether the said ■value and the car allowance formed part of 
the respondent’s wages and whether the amount of gratuity payable to him could be 
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ascertained on the footing of their being part of his wages. The Labour Court held 
that there was no evidence that the car allowance was not payable to the respondent 
while he was on leave as 'was the casein respect of another working journahst, C.V. 
Vishwanath, whose claim also the Labour Court was trying along with that of the 
respondent. The Labour Court found this difference a significant one and held 
that the car allowance had to be taken as part of the wages. The Labour Court also 
held that the car allowance and the free telephone and newspapers were an allowance 
and an amenity respectively falling under the definition of section 2 (rr) of the Indu- 
strial Disputes Act, 1947, both forming the component parts of monthly wages pay- 
able to the respondent. As regards the leave, the respondent was undoubtedly 
entitled to 30 days leave. But the company’s plea was, firstly, that its rules did not 
permit compensation for such leave and secondly, that it was set off against the 
period of notice which the respondent was required to give. No rules, however were 
produced to show that they contained anyprovision disallowing such compensation. 
As regards the notice period of one month, the Labour Court held that as the resig- 
nation dated 8'.h October, 1963 was accepted with effect from 21st October, 1963 
there was compliance of 13 days only and therefore the management was net liable 
to pay for the balance of 17 days leave. The Labour Court rejected the company’s 
plea that the receipt given by the respondent in full settlement of all his claims 
estopped him from making these claims on the ground that as these items were 
claimable under the Act there could be no estoppel against law. In the result, the 
Labour Court held that the respondent was entitled to claim car allowance of Rs. 200 
per month Rs. 50 per month for telephone and newspapers and compensation for 13 
days leave, that the first two were parts of his wages, that his monthly remuneration 
was, therefore Rs. 1,447 and gratuity equivalent to 5| months wages would have to 
be calculated on (he basis of Rs. 1 ,447 being his wages per month and directed the 
company to pay on the aforesaid calculations Rs_. 2 002 over and above 
Rs. 2,810.47 for which the company had issued the said cheque. 

The first contention raised by counsel for the company against the award was 
that the respondent, not being in the company’s employment at the time he filed his 
claim in the Labour Cour<, was not a working journalist, and therefore, was not 
entitled to avail himself of the provisions of the Act. Section 2 (c) provides that: 

“unless the context otherwise requires” a newspaper employee “means any work- 
ing journalist, and includes any other person employed to do any work in, or in 
relation to, any newspaper establishment 

Clause (/) of that section defines a “ working journalist ” to mean 
a person whose principal avocation is that of a journalist and “ who is 
employed as such in, or in relation to, any newspaper establishment.” 
Cla.use (g) provides that all words and expressions used but not defined in this_ Act 
and defined in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 sha.ll have the meanings respectively 
assigu'Jd to them in that Act. Counsel strcnously relied on the 'ryoros “ who is 
employed ” as a journalist in, or in relation to, any newspaper establishment in clause 
( f) of section 2, his contention being that it is only a newspaper employee who 
is presently employed in a newspaper establishment who can resort to the Act and 
not an cx-cmploycc whose employment has come to an end as a result of acceptance 
of his resignation, A question, similar to that raised by Counsel, also arose in 
Western India Automobile Association v. Industrial Tribtmal\ The contention 
there was that in the light of the definitions of “industrial dispute,” and ‘ an em- 
ployee ’ as they stood in the Industrial Disputes Act, 19'17 before the Amending 
Act XXXST of 1956 was passed, a dispute as to reinstatement of a discharged or 
dismissed workman could not fall within the scope of an industrial dispute. The 
contention was rejected. The Court obsen-cd that the definition of “ industrial 
dispute ” used the words “ employment or non-employment ”, that whereas one 
■was a positive, the other was a negative act of an employer, that such an act related 
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to an existing employment or to an existing non-employment. After giving certain 
examples to illustrate the four stages when a dispute could arise, the Court at page 
330 concluded thus : 

“ The failure to employ or the refusal to employ are actions on the part of the 
employer which would be covered by the term “emplojment or non-emplojment.” 
Reinstatement is connected W'ith non-employment and is therefore within the 
the words of the definition. It will be a curious result if the view is taken that 
though a person discharged during a dispute is within the meaning of the word 
“workman”, yet if he raises a dispute about dismissal and reinstatement, it 
would be outside the w'ords of the definition “in connection with emplojment or 
non-employment.”” 

A similar question w’as canvassed in Central Provinces Transport Services 
Ltd.v Raglninath^ in connection with the C.P. and Berar Industrial Disputes 
Settlement Act XXDI of 1947. Section 2 (10) of that Act defined an ‘employee’ 
in terms indentical with those in the Industrial Disputes Act as it stood before the 
amendment in 1956, i.e., as meaning “ any person employed by an emplo 3 ’er to do 
any skilled or unskilled, manual or clerical work for contract or hire or reward in 
any industry and includes an employee discharged on account of any dispute relating 
to a change — ^whether before or after the discharge.” Section 2 (12) defined an 
‘industrial dispute ’ to mean “ any dispute or difference connected with an industrial 
matter arising beriveen employer and employee or between employers or emploi'ces.” 
It was not disputed that the question of reinstatement was an industrial dispute but 
the controversy w'as as to whether it was an industrial dispute as defined by section 
2 (12) of that Act. The argument was that as the workman concerned was already 
dismissed and his employment had (hereby come to an end, he could not be teimed 
an employee as the intention of the Legislature could not be to include in the definition 
of an employee even those who had ceased to be in seiwiceas otherwise there was no 
need for the furthsi provision in section 2 (10) which included those w’ho were As- 
charged from herree on account of the dispute. The Court A’snu'ssed this contention 
following the decision in Western India Automobile Association- and held that a 
dispute between an employer and an employ’ee regarding the latter’s dismissal and 
reinstatement would be an industrial dispute within section 2 (12) of that Act, that 
the inclusive clause in section 2 (10) was not an indication that A'smissed employees 
would not fall within the meaning of ‘ emplos'ce ’ or that the question of their re- 
instatement would not be an industrial dispute and that that clause was inserted 
ex abnndanti cauteJa to rspeal a possible contention that cmplcyees discharged under 
sections 31 and 32 of the Act would not fall within the meaning of section 2 (10). 
Since the definitions ot “ an emploi’ee ” in these two Acts were in language similar 
to the one used in the present Act, these decisions would be authorities for the view 
that an ex-employee would for the purposes of the present controversy be a w orking 
journalist. 

It was, however, argued that though these two decisions considered a dismissed 
emploj'ee as a worlanan as defined by the Industrial Disputes Act and the C.P. and 
Berar Act, there are two decisions of this Court which express contrary views and 
that, theretore, there is a conflict of opinion which should be resolved by a larger 
bench. The two decisions relied on in this connection arc: Dharanpacthcra Chemical^ 
Works Ltd. v. State of Saiirashtra^ and Workmen v. The Management of Dimakuchi 
Tea Estate^ In Ditarangadhara Chemical Works Ltd^ the appellants weic lessees 
holding a licence for manufacturing salt on the demised lands. The salt w^ 
manufactured by a class of professional labourers, knowm as agarics, from rain 
wuter that got mixed up with saline matter in the soil. The work wus seasonal and 
commenced after the rains and continued till June when the cgarira> left for their 
wllages. The demised lands were dirided into plots which were allotted to the 
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agarias a sum of Rs. 400 for each, plot to meet the initial expenses. Generally 
the same plot vrould be allotted to the same agarias every year, but if the plot was 
extensive in area it would be allotted to two agarias in partnership. After the 
manufacture of salt these agarias were paid at the rate of 0-5-6 per maund. Accounts 
would be settled at the end of each season and the agarias would be paid the balance 
due to them. These agarias worked together with the members of their families 
and were also free to engage extra labour on their own account, the appellant com- 
pany having no concern therewith. Nc hours of work were prescribed, no muster 
rolls were maintained nor were working hours controlled by the appellant company. 
There were also no rules as regards leave or holidays and the agarias were free tc go 
out of the factorv* after making arrangements lor the manufacture of salt. On these 
facts the question was whether the agarias were workmen as defined by section 2 (r) 
or independent contractors. Bhagwati J. speaking for the Court, after quoting 
section 2 Cs) of the Industrial Disputes Act, as it stood prior to its amendment in 1956, 
said thus : 

“The essential Conditicn of a person being a workman within the terms of this 
defin’tion is that he should be employed to do the work in that industry, that 
there should be, in other words, an employment of his by the empIo>er and that 
there should be the relationship between the employer and hm as between 
employer and employee or master and servunt. Unless a person is thus employed 
there ran be no question of his being a workman ‘within the definition of the term as 
contained in the Act.” 

Relying in particular on the "words “ unless a person is thus employed”. Counsel 
ai^ed that this decision was at rarianra with what was said in the Central Prorinces 
Transport Services LtdJ, and 'vtas, besides, an authority for the proposition that as 
the definition of a wcrlman then stood, an ex-employee would not be a workman 
within the meaning of the Act. -We are of the view that this decision does not 
warrant such a contention or that there is any conflict betv-’een this decision and the 
two earlier decisions. The question before the Court 'uas the distinction between an 
employee and an independent contractor and it was only while describing the charac- 
teristics of the two relationships that the learned Judge observed that unless there 
was a relationship of master and servant and the person concerned “ is employed ” 
he could not be regarded as “ a -workman ” as defined by the Act. The Court -was 
not concerned in that case with the question posited in the Central Provinces Trans- 
port Services Ltd.-, whether an employee -vvho has been discharged or dismissed and 
who claims a relief such as reinstatement is a workman or not. Not haring to consider 
such a question and being only concerned with the distinction between an employee 
and an independent contractor, the observations made by the Court to delineate the 
features of the two relationships cannot be regarded either as laying down that an 
ex-employeo is not a workman or as being in conflict with the two earlier derisions 
which are specific decisions on the definition of “a -ivorkman ” in the Act. In the 
case of Workniat of Dimaktichi Tea Estate\ the dispute related to the dismissal 
of one D:. K.P. Bann-erjee. The management in the written statement pleaded that 
Dr. Bannerjec was not a "workman as defined by section 2 (s) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, that therefore his dismissal could not be an industrial dispute as defined in 
section 2 (k) and the Tribunal could have no Jurisdiction to decide whether the 
managmmt -v.-erc justified or not in dismissing the Doctor. The Tribunal as also 
the Labour Appellate Tribunal held, presumably because Dr. B.-nneiJec "sv-as not 
in the words of section 2 (s) a person employed in any industry to do any skilled or 
unskilled, m mual or clerral "work, that he w-as not worlonan -v,'ithin the meaning of 
section 2 (s). that the question of his dismissal was not an industrial disputt-, and that 
therefore, his case wus beyond the Tribunal’s jurisdiction. The -v\"orkman thereupon 
applied for Special Leave under Article 136 and though Icas'c v.us granted, ft was 
limited to the question whether a dispute in relation to a person who is not a work- 
man was an industrial dispute as defined by section 2 (k) of the Industrial Disputes 


. 5S: (19561 S.C.R. 956. 
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Act, 1947. In view of the Special Leave being so limited, the Court proceeded on the 
assumption that Dr. Banneijee was not “a workman ” under the definition of that 
word as it then stood. The problem w'as, whether even so, the dispute regarding his 
dismissal could still be an industrial dispute, the contention of the workmen Ixing 
that it would be so as by the use of the expression ‘ of any person’ in the third part 
of section 2 (fc) a dispute relating to a person, though not a w’orkman, w’ould be an 
industrial dispute. In answering this problem the Court entered into an elaborate 
discussion of the several provisions and the scheme of the Act and came to the 
conclusion that though the clause defining “ industrial dispute” had used the expres- 
sion “ of any person ”, that expression must be given a restricted meaning, namely, 
that the dispute must be a real dispute between the parties thereto so as to be capable 
of settlement or adjudication by one party to the dispute giving necessary relief to 
the other and the person regarding whom the dispute was raised must be one in 
whose employment, non-employment, terms of employment or conditions of labour 
the parties to the dispute had a direct or substantial interest. In the absence ol such 
an interest the dispute could not be said to be a real dispute between the parties. 
At page 1172 of the Report, the Court however, has made certain observations 
which apparently appear to be in variance with the Western India Automibile Associa- 
tion \ and in the Central Provinces Transport Serviies Ltd.-. The observations relied 
on by Counsel are as follows.: — 

“It is clear enough that prior to 1956 when the definition of 'workman’ 

Act was further widened to include a person dismissed, discharged or retrenched 
in connection with, or as a consequence of the dispute or whose dismissal, di^ 
charge or retrenchment led to the dispute, a workman who had been discharged 
earlier and not during the dispute was not a workman within the meaning of the 
Act. If the expression “any person” in the third part of the definition clause 
were to be strictly equated with ‘ any workman ’, then there could be no mdustnal 
dispute, prior to 1956, with regard to a workman who had bcM discharged ^.rhor 
than the dispute. That seems to be the reason why the Legislature used the ex- 
pression ‘ any person ’ in the third part of the definition clause so as to put it 
beyond any doubt that the non-c-mplo]mi?nt of such a dismissed workman was 
also within the ambit of an industrial dispute.” 

These observations, hoivever, were made to show that as the definition of the work- 
man stood before the 1956 amendment there was a gap between a w'orkman and an 
employee, that though all workmen would be employees, the vice versa would not 
be correct as the supervisory staff would not fall within tne definition of workman 
and that that gap was reduced to a certain extent by the Amendmc-nt Act of 1956 
and that it would not be always correct to say that the workmen would have a dirr^t 
and substantial interest in questions relating to all kinds of employees. At page 1173 
S.K. Das J. observed : 

“ The expression ‘ any person ’ in the definition clause means, in our opinion, a 
person in whose employment, or non-employmicnt, or terms of cmplo^mient, or 
conditions of labour the w’orkraen as a class have a diiect or substantial interest — 
with whom they have, under the scheme of the Act, a community of interest.” 

While dealing with the decisions in Western Ii.dia Automobile Association'^ and 
Central Provinces Transport Services Ltd-, the learned Judge clearly stated at page 
1176 that the problem in those cases was whether an industrial dispute included 
within its ambit a di'^pute with regard to reinstatement of certain dismissed workmen, 
a problem quite different from the one before them and that the illustrations given 
by Mahajan, J. (as he then was) in the Westen: India Automobile As3Cciatiot:\ “ to 
elucidate a different problem ”, could not be taken as determinative of a pre blcm 
which W’as not before the Court in that case. The problem in each of these decisions 
being different and in view particularly of the fact that the case proceeded on the 

J, (1949) F-LJ. 154; (1949) F.CR. 321. 2. (1957) S.C.J. 58: (1956) S.C.R. 956. 
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assumption that Dr. Bannarjea was not "a workman ”, it becomes difBcuIt to agree 
that the observations relied on by Counsel were meant to be or arc in fact in variance 
with those in the two earlier decisions, or that therefore, there is any conflict of 
opinion on the question that a workman whose services are terminated woitld still 
be a workman as defined by section 2 \a) before it was amended in 1956. 

But assuming that there is such a conflict as contended, we do not have to resolve 
that conSict-for the purposes of the problem before us. The definition section 2 
of the present Act commences with the words “ In this Act unless the context other- 
wise requires ” and provides that the definitions of the various expressions will be 
those that are given there. Similar qualifying expressions are also to be found in 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Minimum Wages Act, 1948, the C.P. and 
Berar Industrial Disputes Settlement Act, 1947 and certain other statutes dealing with 
industrial questions. It is, therefore, clear that the dennitions of “ a newspaper 
employee ” and “ a vrorking joumah'st ” have to be construed in the light of and 
subject to the context requiring otherwise. Section 5 ol the Act, which confers 
the right to gratuity, itself contemplates in cla.use {d) of sub-sccticn 1 a ca.s6 of payment 
of gratuity to the nommee or the family of a worlang journalist who dies while he is 
in the service of a newspaper establishment. Section 17 (1) provides that where any 
amount is due under the Act to a newspaper employee from an employer, such an 
employee himself or a person authorised by him, or, in case of his death, any member 
of his family can apply to the State Government or other specified authority for the 
recovery thereof. Similar provisions are also to be found in sertion 33-C (1) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. Claims under that section include those for compensation 
in cases of retrenchment, transfer of an undertaking and closure under Chapter V-A 
of that Act, all of which would necessarily be claims arising after termination of 
service and the claimant would obviously te one in all those cases who would not be 
presently employed in the establishment of the employer against whom such claims 
are made. Likewise, the claim for gratuity under section 17 read with section 5 of 
the Act would itself be one which accrues after the termination of employment. 
These provisions, therefore, clearly indicate that it is not only a newspaper employee 
presently employed in a particular new'spaper establishment who can maintain an 
application for gratuity. The scheme of all these acts dealing with industrial questions 
is to permit an e.c-empIoyee to avjl of the benefits of then provisions, the only re- 
quirement being that the claim in dispute must be one which has arise-n or accrued 
whilst the claimant was in the employmc-nt of the person against v/hom if is made 
There can, therefore, be no doubt that the definitions of a “ newspaper employee” 
and “ working jouinalist” being subject to a context to the contrary, the benefit of 
sections 5 and 17 is available to an ex-employee though he has ceased to be in the 
employment of that particular newspaper establishment at the time of his application 
for gratuity. The contention that the respondent was not entitled to maintain his 
application as he was not in the service of the appellant company on the date of his 
claim before the Labour Court cannot bo sustained. 

The next contention was that the respondent, having signed the said receipt 
iit full seltlcmmt of all his claims and having thereby induced the company to accept 
his resignation without insisting on a full month’s notice, was estopped from making 
claims in respect of his leave for one month, the car adlowance and the free tck-phone 
and newspapers and for including them as part of his wages for calculating gratuity. 
Certain decisions of this Court seem, however, to have expressed doubt whether 
technical picas such as acquiescence, estoppel and waiver suitably apply to industrial 
adjudication. But assuming that the mlc of estoppel, as incorporated in sc-ction 115 
of the Evidence Act, were to apply, the foundation of that rule is that it is inequitable 
and unjust to a person, that if another person by a representation induces him to 
act as he would not have othenvisc acted, the person who made the representation 
should be allowed to deny the effect of his former statement to the loss and injury of 
the person who has acted on it. [sec Sarat v. GopaJ}.'^ The rule is one of evidence 
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only and doss not create any substantive right or confer any cause of action on tbs 
other. It comes into operation if a statement as to the existencs of a fact has been 
made •R'ith the intention that the other psrson to whom it is made should believe 
and act on it and that that another psrson does in fact act upon the faith of it. The 
question whether the respondent is estopped from making his said claims may be 
looked at firstly, as regards his leave period and secondl}*, as regards his claims for 
car allowance and free telephone and newspapers. As to the claim for leave one to 
him, the record of the case makes it clear that he had been making that claim from 
the very outset. Though the receipt given by him mentions that it was gh'cn in 
full settlement of all his claims, the respondent on that very day in his letter Exhibit 
W-4 to the said Roy protested that thou^ he wanted to clarily in that receipt that 
it was in full settlement of his salary and dearness allowance for the 20 ^js cf 
October 1963 and gratuity only, he was not allowed to make that reservation although 
hs had already preferred his claim for compensation for one month’s leave due to him. 
We must note that though this letter went in as Exhibit W-4 before the Labour Court 
the company led no evidence to controvert the statements made therein. The reason 
for not doing so seems to be that the respondent had made the claim before one 
Mitra, the accountant in the Delhi oSce, and that claim was a matter cf dispute. 
This position emerges from Roy’s reply dated 5th December, 1963 to the respon- 
dent’s said letter of 21st Nos'ember, 1963 wherein the stand taken by Roy was that 
the respondent was not entitled to compensation for leave, not because he had gjveu 
up that claim when he had signed the said receipt, but because the company’s rules 
did not permit such compensation. Tl is, therefore marufest that the respondent 
did not make an representation when he signed the said receipt that he had wah'ed 
his claim for leave period or that the companv did any act on any such rcprestn*at.'on 
which o’herwise it would not have done. Inspife of the letter Exhibit W4; the 
company failed to produce before the Labour Court its rvks under which it was said 
that such a claim was not permissible. In its special leave petition in this Court, the 
comoany , however, cited a rule hut we cc uld take no notice of it as no apph’cation fer 
producing the rules or proving them as additional evidence was made and it was 
hardly fair or just to ta& notice of it at such a late stage without an opportum’ty to 
the respondent to verify or controvert it. Roy’s reply also indicates that the com- 
pany’s case, that the respondent's claim for compensation for Iea\e was at the time 
of preparing his statement of account adjusted or set-off against its claim for tbs 
notice period, could not be correct. For, if that was so, would have straightaway 
said so in his said reply, or in any event the company would have led evidence of 
its accountant to that effect before the Labour Court. The rule of estoppel thus 
could not be invoked against the claim for compensation for leave period. 


We next examine the question whether the respordent was precluded from mak- 
ing the rest of his claim. The burden of proving the ingredients of section 11 5 of the 
Eridence Act lies on the party claiming estoppel. The representation which is the 
basis for the rule must be clear and unambiguous and not ind-efinite, upon which 
the party reljdng on it is said to have, in good faith and in b-elief of it, acted. Inc 
statement of account preparodat the time when the respondent gave the said receipt 
app-ears to indicate that the benefit of the free telephone and newspapers and the car 
allowance were not taken into account and gratuity due to the respondent was cal- 
culated on the amount of pay’ being comprised "of basic wages and dearness allowance 
only. But the inference that the respondent had gis’en up his aforesaid claims when 
he passed the said receipt appears to be rebutted the following facts ; (I) thougn 
the resignation was accepted on 21st October, 1963 the letter of acceptance ■Rus not 
communicated to the respondent till 2Ist ■November,I963 when the company obtain^ 
from the respondent the said rec-erpt ; f2} in the meantime, the respondent reived 
Kamik's said letter of 19th November, 1963 to the effect that there was no tennimtion 
of the respondent’s service in the absence of a month’s notice, and on receipt of 
which, according to the respondent, he considered it rrecessary to sccrarc the letter of 
acceptance of his resignation from the company. If the termination of his service 
depended on the giving of a month’s notice, how was it that the company's naanager. 
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D’Souza,IiadaccsptedtlierBsignationand signed theletter of acceptance Es3iibitW-l 
on 21st October, 1953; (3) tbe company was aware, as Kamik’s said letter (of 19tli 
November, 1963 shows that) the respondent had joined the Indian Express on 23rd 
October, 1963. The respondent’s case was that it was after he was told that his resi^a- 
tion had been accepted that he Joined that Indian Express. But wtien he received 
E^mik’s said letter he decided that he could not rest content without jeopardising 
his interests on the mere oral intimation of acceptance of his resignation, and there- 
fore, went to the company’s office to secure a written acceptance when he was told 
that unless he passed a receipt m full settlement of his claims, the letter of acceptance 
would not be issued to him. There appears to be two good reasons why the respon- 
drat's case cannot be easily discard^. Firstly, since his resignation was accepted 
with effect from 21st October, 1963 and even a letter to that effect was made ready 
and signed by the company's manager, it would ordinarily ha\e been communicated 
to him. ff the company had any claim against him or if it wanted that his account 
should be settled before the letter was issued to him, surely an intimation to that 
effect would have been given to him. Secondly, though the respondent had put on 
record his version as to how the said receipt w'as obtained from him as early _ as 
21st November, 1963, i.c., on the very day that the said receipt was secured from him, 
no refutation of any of the allegations in that letter is to be found in Roy’s reply to 
it dated 5th December, 1963 save that the respondent’s claim for compensation for 
leave period was not admissible under the company’s rules. It is significant that 
there was no denial in that reply that the receipt was obtained from the respondent 
in the manner alleged in the said letter dated 21st November, 1963. Even at the 
later stages the company did not examine its accountant before the Labour Court to 
refute the said allegations. The statements of the respondent in that letter having 
thus remained unchallenged, the Labour Comrt could not reject them. In these 
circumstances it becomes doubtful whether he could be said to have been estopped 
from making the said claims on the ground only of the said receipt, if that receipt \\as 
obtained, as alleged by him, under the stress of eircumstances. In this cormection 
the fact that he kept the said cheque uncashed is not totally v-ithout relevance. 
Under section 115 of the Evidence Act the representation which estops a poison 
making it from acting contrary to it is one on the belief of which the other person 
acts in a manner he would not have done but for it and on believing it to be true. 
Such a conclusion is difficult in face of the uncontradicted statements in the letter 
Exhibit W-4 that the management woid not give him the letter of acceptance of his 
resignation imless he signed the said receipt in lUU settlement oi all his claims. The 
plea of estoppel made on behalf of the company, thcrciore cannot be occepted. 

The third contention was that the monetary value of the free telephone and 
newsp.'ipers and the car allowance could not be included as part of his wages for 
calculating grati ity. The value in terms of money of the benefit of free telephone 
and free newspapers, as estimated by the respondent, was not in question. But the 
argument was that this benefit as also the car allowance were given to the respon- 
dent by way of reimbursement for expenses which as a special correspondent he 
would otherwise have had to incur for the proper and efficient discharge of his duties. 
The two items, therefore, were neither an allowance nor an amenity. The facts, 
however, are that the telephone was installed by the company at the respondent’s 
residence and stood in his and not in the company’s name. All payments connected 
with it. including charges for calls, were made by the company. There was no 
restriction that he could use the telephone only for his official work or that he covid 
not use it for personal calls. He was not called upon to keep an account of personal 
calls, the payment of which he would be called upon to make. Nor was any estimated 
amount for such personal calls cither demanded or deducted from his wages. The 
nr-Vipapers wore, subscribed by the respondent but the bilk for them were paid by 
the company. It was not tne case of the company that the bilk fbr them would be 
paid by it provided they were made use of by the respondent for his work as a special 
corre^ondent. As regards the car allowance, the car belonged to and stood regis- 
tered in his name but the compomy paid him a monthly allowance of Rs. 200. There 
was no evidence whatsoever, not even a suggestion in the correspondence, that that 
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amount was estimated as being equivalent to the e^enses of conveyance which the 
respondent would incur in the discharge of his duties. No such indication is to be 
found in the company’s evidence, noi was such a suggestion put to the respondent 
when he examined himself before the Labour Court. 

Since wages has not been defined in the Act, its meaning is the same as assigned 
to it in the Industrial Disputes Act. Under section 2 (rr) of that Act, ‘wages’ means 
all remuneration capable of being expressed in terms of money, which wouId,-if the 
terms of employment, expressed or implied, were fulfilled, be payable to a workman 
in respect of his employment or of work done in such employment , and includes (i) 
such alowances (including dearness allowance) as the workman is for the time being 
entitled to ; Ui ) the value of any house accommodation, or of supply of fight, water, 
medical attendance or other amenity or of any service or of any concessional supply 
of food-graixis or other articles ; (ni) any travelling concesssion ; but does not include 
any bonus and other items mentioned therein. Mr. Ramarourthi’s argument was 
that the car allowance as also the benefit of the free telephone and ne^vspape^s would 
fall under the first part of the definition as they are remuneration capable of l»ing 
expressed in terms of money. The argument, however, cannot be accepted as m ither 
of them can be said to be remuneration payable in respect of employment or work 
done in such employment. Neither the car allowance nor the benefit of the free 
telephone was given to the respondent in respect of his employment or work done 
in such employment as the use of the car and the telephone was not restricted to the 
employment, or the work of the respondent as the special correspondent. _ There 
was no evidence that the car allowance w'as fixed after taking into consideration the 
expenses which he would have ordinarily to incur in connection with his employment 
or the work done in such emploj'ment. Even if the respondent had not used the 
car ccraveying himself to the office or to other places connected with his employment 
and had used other alternative or cheaper means of conveyances or none a* all, the 
car allowance would still have had to be paid. So too, the bills for thc telephone 
and the newspapers whether he used them or not in connection with his employment 
or his work as the special correspondent. Therefore, we have to turn to the latter 
part of the definition and see if the two items properly fall thereundci. So far as the 
car allowance is concerned, there was, as aforesaid, nothing to suggest that it was paid 
to reimburse him of the expenses of conveyance which he would have to incur for 
disc’narging his duties as the special correspondent, or that it was anything else than 
an allowance within the meaning of section 2 (rr) of that Act. It would, therefore, 
fall under the inclusive part (i) of the definition. Likewise the benefit of the telephone 
and newspapers was allowed to the respondent not merely for the use thereof in 
connection with his employment or duties connected with it. Both the car allowance 
and the benefit of the free telephone and newspapers appear to have been allowed 
to him to directly reduce the expenditure which would otherwise have gone into his 
family budget and were therefore items relevant in fixation of fair wages. (See 
Hindiiitan Antibiotics Ltd. v. Workmen^). That being the position, the tsvo items could 
on the facts and circumstances of the present case be properly regarded es part of 
the respondent’s wages and had to be taken into calculations of the gratuity payable 
to him. 

These were the only points raised before us and since in our judgment none of 
them can be upheld the appeal must fail and has to be dismissed with costs. 

V. M. K. Appeal dismissed. 


I. (1968} 1 S.C.J. 12 : (1967) I S.C.R. 652 at 674, 675 ; A.I.R. 1967 S.C. 948. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. M. Shelat, V. Bhargava and C. A. Vaidialingam, JJ. 

Workmen of Orient Paper Mills Ltd. ... Appellants* 

V. 

M/s. Orient Paper Mills Ltd. ••• Respondent. 

Industrial Disputes Act {XIV of 1947), section 2 (rr), Schedule 3, item 1— Wages— 
Regions— Com industry Prmciple inexplicable— Procedure to be followed in fixing 
wages. 

Industrial DLputes Act {XIV of 1947) — Dearness allowance— Linking with Price 
index — Discretion of the Tribunal. 

Industrial Disputes Act {XIV of 1947) — Wages— Casual worker cannot expect same 
wages as permanent employee. 

Industrial Disputes Act {XIV of 1941)— Bonus— Calculation of— Accounts not 
completed at the time of reference— Full Bench formula inapplicable — Tribunal 
is expected to decide dispute only as referred to it. 

On facts held, that the region- «fni-hidustry Principle laid down in the case of 
French Motorcar Co., Ltd. v. Workmen, (1963) 2 S.C.R. (Supp.) 16 could not have 
been applied by the Tribunal when fixing the wages in the company; In such a case 
the principle laid down in (1963) 2 S.C.R. (Supp.) 16 that the wages paid in that 
region in other industries as are nearly similar as possible to the line of business 
carried on by the concam should be taken into account. When applying the prin- 
' ciples of fibcing the minimum wage primarily on the basis of comparison between 
different industries to the same regions, wages payable in same industry in other 
parts of the country should not be considered. 

An industrial Tribunal has the discretion in appropriate cases, of making 
a direction linking the dearness allowance _ elernent of a wage to the price 
index; but, at the same time, the Tribunal is entitled to choose the alternative 
course of fixing the wage at the prevailing price index and leaving the labour 
to raise a fresh demand and, if necessary a fresh industrial dispute for further 
rise in wages, in case there is marked variation in the Price index and the 
wage fixed in the award becomes outdated. 

By the very nature of employment being casual, it can be presumed that a casual 
worker is on a lower footing and caimot expect the same wages as a permament 
employee. 

At the time of the reference, there could be no question of applying the Full 
Bench formula for calculation of surplus, because there were no completed accounts 
for the two years 1962 — 63 & 1963 — 64. This circumstance makes it clear that the 
claim for higher bonus could not, at the time of reference, have been based on 
the availability of surplus according to the Full Bench formula. The Tribunal 
was, therefore quite correct in not trying to work out the surplus according to 
the Full Bench formula and in awarding bonus on that basis. The Tribunal 
was expected to decide the dispute only as referred to it and at the time of 
reference at least there was not and there could not possibly be a claim for higher 
bonus on the basis of the application of the Full Bench formula. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Award dated the 11th and 13th January 
1964 of the Industrial Tribunal, Orissa, Cuttack in Industiial Dispute Case No. 8 of 
1962. 

D. L. Sengiipta, Janardan Sharma, Anil Das Chowdhury and S. K. Nandy Ad- 
vocates, for Appellants. ' 

H. R. Gokbale, Senior Advocate, {K. Gobind Das, N. C. Shah, Miss Krishna 
Sen and T. Gopalakrishnan, Advocates, with him), for Respondent. 

f ' ■■ 1 
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I3th August, 1968. 
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The Judgment of the Court •was delivered by 

_ Bhargcn'a,J . — The "worlonen. of Orient Paper hlills Ltd., Brajrajnagar, have come 
up in this appeal fay Special Leave against an award of the Lidusfrial TrifaunaLOrissa. 
An industrial dispute between these worimea and the management of Orient Paper 
Mills Ltd., Ihereioafter referred to as “ the Company ”) was referred fay the State 
Government under section 10 (1) {d) of the Industrial Disputes Act (hereinafter re- 
ferred to as “ the Act ”) for adjudication by the Tribunal enumerating 30 different 
items of dilute. The Tribunal gave its award on all the thirty items. The Special 
Leave in this Court was sought and granted in reject of two matters covering some 
of these items. The first matter related to fixation of wages, including minimum 
wages, and this was covered by items Nos. I, 3, 4, 22 and 26ra the schedSe attached 
to the Order of Reference. The second matter in the appeal related to bonus covered 
by item No. 2 of that schedule. In the course of the hearing of the appeal, learned 
Counsel appearing on behalf of the workmen further gave up some of the points which 
were the subject-matter of the items mentioned above, so that in this judgment we 
need deal with only those pohts which were argued by him in support of the appeal. 

The first and the main point argued with regard to wages "was that the Tribunal, 
after holding that there was no identical industry in this region comparable with the 
Company, came to -the view that there were other industries in the region in which 
minimum wages were higher than the minimum vs’ages paid by the Company, 
but failed to ffx the minimum wages in the aw'ard in accordance with the minimum 
wages being paid in those industries. Instead, what the Tribunal did was to work 
out the minimum wages, which should be paid, on an entirely different basis. It 
was also urged in the alternative that, e\'cn in adopting the latter course, the Tribunal 
committed an error inasmuch as, in making the calculation, the Tribunal only fried 
to neutralise about 36 per cent of the cost of living on the basis of the rise in price 
Index instead ot permitting neutralisation to the extent of at least 90 per cent, 
which should have beau done fixing the minimum wages for the lowest class of 
workmen. 

The principle for fixation of minimum wages that should ordinarily be adopted 
was laid down by this Court in the case of French Motor Car Co. Limited v. Work- 
mm\ where it w’as held : — 

“ It is now well-settled that the principle of industry-cimz-region has to be ap- 
plied by an Industrial Court, when it proceeds to consider questions like wage 
structure, dearness allowance and siimlar conditions, of service. In applying 
that principle industrial Courts havr to compare wage scales prevailing in similar 
concerns in the region with which it is dealing, and generally speaking similar 
concerns would be those in the same line of business as the concern with r^ect 
to which the dispute is under consideration. Further even in the same fine of 
business, it would not be proper to compare (for example) a small struggling con- 
cern with a large flourishing concern.” 

The Tribunal, in giving its decision, kept this principle in view, tut came to the 
finding of fact that there were no other concerns in the same line of business as the 
Company in the region which could be compared with the Company. The Tribunal 
found that there are only two other paper mills, in the region. They arc the Tita- 
ghur Paper Mill No. 3 situated at Chaudwar, and the J. K. Paper Mills at Rayagada. 
Tne Tribunal found that the Company is an old established business canying on 
manufacture of paper on a very large scale. The Titaghur Paper Mills No. 3 started 
production only in April 1960, while the J. K. Paper Mills at Rayagada started pro- 
duction in 1961-62. These two paper mills were, therefore, both of very recent 
origin compared with the company. The strength of their labout-forcc and the 
annual production wore also very much lower. Even the profits earned were 
much smaller. On these facts, the Tribunal held that it would not be proj cr to 
compare the wage strcc'urc for these paper mills with that of the Company. This 
is a finding of fact recorded by the Tribunal and nothing has been shewn by learned 
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Counsel for the Company vrliicli •vrould induce us to interfere •svith this finding of 
fact. In fact, learned Counsel was unable to urge that this finding of fact sufiered 
from any error at all. On this finding, it is dear tnat the region-a nz-industrj piin- 
cipk laid down in the case of French Motor Car Co. Ltd.^ could net have been 
applied by the Tribunal when fixing the wages in the company. 

This Court in the same case of the French Motor Car Co. further indicated what 
principles should be adopted in such a situation where there is no concern in the same 
indust^ in the region comparable with the concern in which wages have to be fixed. 
That situation was ensasaged as occurring whenever the particular concern in ques- 
tion happens to be already paying the highest wages in its particular line of btisiness. 
It was held that in such a case : 

" there should bo greater emphasis on the region part of the industry'-cim-region 
principle, though it would be the duty of the industrial Court to see That for pur- 
poses of comparison such other industries in the region are taken into account 
as are as nearly similar to the concern before it as possible. Though, therefore, 
in a case where a particular concern is already paying the highest wages in its own 
line of business, the industrial Courts would be justified in looking at wages paid 
in that region in other lines of business, it should take care to see that the concerns 
from other lines of business taken into account are such as are as nearly similar 
as possible, to the line of business carried on by the concern before it. It should 
also take care to see that such concerns are not so disproportionately large as to 
afford no proper basis for comparison.” 

In the light of these snows which wore brought to the notice of the Tribunal , the 
Tribunal proceeded to consider the minimum wages paid by three coUieries, Orient 
Colliery, Ibe GolUory and Himgiri-Rampur Colliery, the Rourkcla Steel Plant, the 
Comont Factory* at * Rajgangpur and the Indian Aluminium Company*, Hirakud 
which the Tribunal fountfwcrc situated not very far away from the place where the 
Company had its factory. The Tribunal mentioned that, according to the Coal 
Award, the minimum wage in the coUeries at the then existing price index was 
Rs. 93-7-0; in the cement factory Rs. 96.83 in the Steel Plant Rs. 95 and in the 
aluminium company Rs. 97.84 nP. The Tribunal then also tookin to account the 
mimmum wages being paid by the other paper mills situated outside the region and 
thertafrer recorded its own decision in the following words ; — 

“ The conclusion that flows from these figures is that the lowest paid worker 
in the paper mill at Brajrajnagar gets more than what is paid as minimum wage 
in the other t\^’o Paper Mills of Orissa, but it is less than what is paid to the 
lowest paid worker in some cf the Paper Mills outside the State. In other 
industries, vhich are comparatively- close to the paper industry* of at Brajrajnagar, 
the minimum wage is aboro Rs. 90 in almost all the cases.” 

Oa the basis of this finding of fact, the Tribunal held that, if the minimum wage 
in the Company is to be fixed more oa the basis of the minimum w*aga prevailing in 
other industries in that region which, in its opinion, would be appropriate under the 
circumstances of the case, then, a revision was really necessary. Wc think that the 
criticism of learned Counsel for the workmen that the Tribunal committed an error 
at this stage in merely holding that the facts found by it Justified a revision and in 
not proceeding to fix minimum wages on the basis of the other industries in the region, 
is fully justified. It is to be noted that there is no mention in the award of the Tri- 
bunal that the company at any stage pat forward the case that the collieries, the steel 
plant, the cement factory, and the aluminium company were concerns which 
were not comparable with the Company. In fact, in the course of arguments before 
us. we asked learned Ceunscl for the Company to point out whether such a plea was 
taken at any stage by the Company and whether eridence %vas led to show that these 
concerns were not comparable with the Company. Learned Counsel had to admit 
that no specific pica was taken by the Company in this behalf and at least no eridcnce 
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at all was led to show that these concerns were not comparable with the Company. 
The workmen in their written statementhadreh’ed on the wage structure in these con- 
cerns obviously on the basis that they were comparable. Since the Company ne\er 
took the plea that they were not comparable, no occasion arose for the workmen 
to give evidence of the concerns being comparable. In fact, the Tribunal also ac- 
cepted them as being comparable and that is why, in its conclusion, the Tribunal held 
that, in its opinion, it would be appropriate under the circumstances of the case to 
the minimum wage in the Company on the basis of the minimum wage prevailing 
in other industries in that region. By the expression “ other industries in the region” 
the Tribunal was obviously referring to these concerns. Having come to this view, 
it is clear that, to give full effect to the principle laid down by this Court in the case 
of Frenc/i Motor Car Co.\ the Tribunal should have proceeded to fix the num'mum 
wage in the Company on the basis of the average minimum wage prevaih'ng in these 
concerns. We have already quoted the figures of the minimum wage prevailing in 
these concerns. On their basis, it appears to us that there will be full justification 
for fixing the minimum wage in the company at Rs. 95 per mensum which is about 
the averse of the wages prevailing in all those concerns. In this connection, we may 
take notice of the fact that, in the written statement of the workmen, the minimum 
wages prevailing in these concerns were shown at figures lower than those mentioned 
by the Tribunal ; but it appears that those lower figures were given, because the wages 
mentioned in the written statement were based on a lower price index. The Tri- 
bunal considered the minimum wages in these concerns on the basis of the prevailing 
Price Index of 441 at Sambalpur taking too as the basic price index for the year 1939. 
Even when fixing the minimum wage for the company, on the basis of the alternative 
calculation made by the Tribunal, the Tribunal has proceeded on the assumption that 
the minimum wage is being fixed for the Price Index No. 441 prevailing at the time 
of the award taking 100 as the basic index for the yet r 1939. In these circumstances 
we think that the min'mum wage in the Company should have bc-cn fixed by the 
Tribunal at Rs. 95 per mensum, following the principle laid down by this Court in 
the case of French Motor Car CoJ. The Tribunal should net have proceeded to 
make the alternative calculation on some other basis so as to arrive at at lower figme 
of Rs. 73 per mensem as the wage covering ' the basic wage and the dearness 
allowance, in addition to Rs. II per mensem payable as production bonus. 

Learned Counsel for the Company urged before us that the principle of fixation 
of wages on the basis of comparison in the region laid down in the French Motor 
Car Co's case^ is not rigid, and it is not necessary that the minimum wage in the 
Company must be fixed at the average level of wages in the other comparable indus- 
tries in the region. According to him note should be takc-n of the fact that, at least 
in the paper industry in this area, the other concerns are paying much lower wages. 
This point has to be rejected straightaway' in vaetv of the finding that those concc-ms 
are very small and not Comparable W'ith the company. It was also urged that, in 
fixing the minimum W’age, the wages payable in the paper industry in other parts 
of the country should also be kept in view. We do not think that such a considera- 
tion should be taken into account when applying the principle of fixing the minimum 
wage primarily on the basis of comparison between difibrent industries in the same 
region. Finally, it was argued that other amenities being provided by the Company 
should also bo taken into account when fixing the minimum wage. In this case, 
however, there is nothing to show that the Company is providing any such amenities 
which are different from the amenities that arc being provided by those concerns 
in the region which are being compared with the Company for the purpose of fixa- 
tion of the minimum wage. Consequently, wo do not think that there is any justifi- 
cation for departing from the figure of Rs. 95 which is the average mim'mum wage 
paid by those industries. 

We may, at this stage, take notice of the fact that, in considering the question of 
minimum wage, the Tribunal had in vietv the total wage packet to be received by 
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each workman and, in the opinion of the Tribunal, it consisted of three elements. 
Tnese elements are basic wage, dearness allowance and production bonus. The 
Tribunal in its award, held that the nunimum wage, insofar as it consists of basic 
wage and dearness allo^vance, should be fixed at Es. 73 and there should be paid, 
in addition, production bonus to the extent of Rs. 11 in each case. Thus, the total 
minimum wage packet which a workman should be entitled to receive was fixed by the 
Tribunal at Rs. 84. It is for this figure of Rs. 84 that we think the Tribunal should 
have substituted the figure of Rs. 95. From the facts noted in the Award or appearing 
on the record, it appears that production bonus, in addition to the minimum wage, 
is payable in the case of Aluminium Company, Hirakud ; but there does not appear 
to be any production bonus payable in the three Colh'eries, in the Steel Plant and 
in the Cement Factory. In the majority of the industries, wMch are being compared 
with the Company in the region, consequently, the minimum wage is the total wage 
packet receivable by the workman and there is no extra amount received as production 
bonus. There is only an exception in the case of Indian Aluminium Company. 
That particular Company, it appears, has some special features which have been 
bronghf out in the evidence of the Management’s witness, B.B. Panda. He has 
stated that the Aluminium Factory at Hirakud carries on its work with the help of 
highly automitic machines and is supplied electricity by the Government at subsidised 
rates. The nature of work is such that the total number of workmen employed 
does not exceed 125 which is a very small nmnber as compared with the number of 
workmen employed by the Company. It is clear that, in the Alumim'um Factory 
the number of workmen who have to be paid production bonus is very small and 
almost insignificant as compared with the number in the Company. In these cir- 
cumstances, it would be more appropriate to compare the total wage packet of the 
Company with the wage packet rec..ived by the workmen of other industries in the 
region, viz., the three Collieries, the Rourkela Steel Plant, and the Cement Factory at 
Rajgingpur. Comparing with them, there is justification for fixing the total wage 
packet of the workmen in the Company at Rs. 95 which would include production 
bonus. So far as annual profit bonus is concerned, it is payable in the Company 
also as in those other concerns. Consequently, in varying the award of the Tribunal, 
we would direct that the total minimum wage packet of a workman in the Company 
shall be fixed at Rs. 95 consisting of the three elements of basic wage, dearness aUow- 
ance and production bonus. 

The break-up of this wage into the three elements is_ of some nnportance in 
this case bec.au3e of the principle on which the profit bonus is paid by this Company. 
Tne profit bonus that is paid is three months basic wage and does not take into 
account the dearness allowance and the production bonus elements of the total wage. 
Tne Company has always treated the total wage of a workman as consisting of 
these three elements in the proportion ot 3:3:1. On behalf of the workmen, it was 
urged before the Tribunal that the proportion should be 3:1 :1, so that the production 
bonus and the deanress allowance would both be equal and l/3rd of the basic wage. 
Tnis plea of the avorkmen was rejected by the Tribunal primarily on the ground that 
the other break-up urged on behalf of the Company was the break-up which had 
been accepted by mutual consent between the workmen and the Company in an earlier 
settlement which had been arrived at in the year 1959. We are unable to hold that 
the Tribunal committed any error in arriting at this decision and, consequently, 
the total minimum wage fixed by us must also be deemed to have the same break-up. 
As a result, it would have to be held that the total mintmura wage of Rs. 95. will 
•consist of Rs. 41 as basic wage, Rs. 41 as dearness allowance and Rs. 13 as production 
bonus. 

In connection with the fixation of minimum wage, one point vehemently argued 
by learned Counsel for theworkmen was that at least the dearness allowance element 
of the wage should have been made variable srith the Price Inde.x, so that the labour 
could automatically be compensated for further rise in the cost of lising subsequent 
to the making of the award. Learned Counsel was, however, unable to show to us 
that this Court or any other Tribunal has ever laid down the prindple that, where the 
Nearness allov.’ance forms a part of the consolidated wage fixed, there should be such 
s c } — 53 
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linking so as to bring in continuous variation of the wage, depending on the variation 
in the Price Index. It appears to us that an industrial Tribunal has the discretion, 
in appropriate cases, of making a direction linking the dearness allowance element oi 
a wage to the Price Index. ; but, at the same time, the Tribunal is entitled. to choose 
the alternative course of fixing the wage at the prevailing Price Index and leaving the 
labour to raise a fresh demand and, if necessary, a fresh industrial dispute for further 
rise in wages, in case there is marked variation in the Price Index and the wage fixed 
in the award becomes out-dated. Reference in this coimection may be made to the 
decision of this Court in Hydro {Engineers) Pvt. Ltd. v. The WoTkmen\ where also 
the Court did not hold that it was compulsory to link minimum wage vsith the cost 
of living index and onlj envisaged that such linking may be permissible by holding; 

“ It is thus clear that the concept of minimum wage does take in the factor of 
the prevailing cost of essential commodities whenever such nunimum wage is to 
be feed. The idea of fixing such w’age in the fight of cost of living at a particular 
Juncture of time and of neutralising the rising prices of essential commodities 
by linking up scales of minimum wages with the cost of living index caimot, there- 
fore, be said to be alien to the concept of a minimum wage.” 

In the present case, the Tribunal chose the course of leaving it to the woikmra 
to ask for increase in minimum wage on any further rise in Price Index and did 
not consider it advisable to link the wages with it. In fact, from the Award, 
it appears that, so far as the Tribunal was concerned, the workmen did not press for 
such linking when the award was being giv'en. Consequently, we are unable to hold 
that the Tribunal has committed any error and that, in this respect, any interference 
by Tis is called for. 

The only other point argued before us in reject of wages by learned Counsel 
was that casual vs’orkers should also be paid' minimum wages on the same basis as 
the permanent workers for whom the minimum wage was feed by the Tribunal 
which is being varied by us by increasing it to a total wage packet of Rs. 95. It 
appears that the Tribunal did not accept this demand primarily on the ground that 
the distinction between casual w'orkers and the perman nt workers was recognised 
fay both the parties in the. agreement of 1959. It may be noticed that, hy the very 
nature of emplojment being casual, it can be presumed that a casual worker is on a 
lower footing and cannot expect the same wages as a permanent employee. Therefore 
the decision by the Tribimal not to equate the casual workers with the pc-imanent 
employees cannot be held to be incorrect and must be upheld. 

The Tribunal had directed that the increase of Rs. 12 per mensem in the total 
minimum wage packet allowed by it will ensure to the benefit of the lovyest paid 
female, Badli and permanent daily-iated w'orkers also. This principle vyill remain 
effectiv^e with the modification that these workers will be entitled to the increase of 
Rs. 23 per mensem substituted by us for the increase of Rs. 12 allowed fay the 
Tribunal. 

I/camed Counsel appearing for the Company drew our attention to the fact 
that the revised wages are payable with effect from 13th December, 1962 and, by 
this time, a period of 5 to 6 years has elapsed, so that the Compan 3 ^ will have to paj' 
arrears of wages for this long period. It was urged that this would cast a v eiy heavy 
burden on the Company'. We do not think that this reason advanced on behalf 
of the Companjr will justify our making a direction that the increase in wages should 
be effective from some later date. The previous agreement of 1959 was binding 
only up to 1 2th December, 1962, andwe think that the Tribunal was right in directing 
that the revised wages must take effect from I3th December, 1962. Even though 
arrears will have to be paid for about 6 years, it has to be kept in view that, since then, 
there has been a ve^ considerable rise in the Price Index and the labour has not so 
far raised a fresh dispute for a further revision of wages over and above the wages 
feed bj' the Tribunal w’hich are being now re-feed by us. In all these circumstances, 
we think that the revised wages should take effect from 13th December, 1962. 
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1 . raked in this appeal related to the bonus for the year 
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Tlie claim was, in fact, based on the circumstance that, according to the workmen, 
the bonus, in their case was being calculated as equivalent to three months’ basic 
wages, while, in the case of some clerical staff, the calculation was made on the basis 
of their consolidated wages consisting of basic wages and dearness allowance. The 
argument is incorrect. In the case of even the low’est paid clerical staff, to whom 
■dearness allowance is separately payable, the bonus is only calculated on the basis 
of basic wages, and the dearness allowance is ignored. There is some clerical staff 
which does not get any dearness allowance at all and it is only in those cases that the 
bonus is worked out on the basis of the total w^es paid. In such cases, the ralcula- 
tion is still on the basis of basic wage, because it cannot be assumed that their wage 
is a consolidated wage consisting of the two elements of basic wage and dearness 
aUowance lumped together. In fact, the principle which is being applied is the 
simple one ol calculating the bonus payable at three months’ basic W'age in each 
case and in no case is the dearness allowance taken into account. There is, 
therefore, no discrimination or inequality as urged on behalf of the workmen. 

Finally, it was urged that even the casual and Badli workers should be aUowed 
bonus on the same basis as the permanent workers. The Tribunal rejected this 
demand on the ground that, under the Agreement of 1959, the workmen and the 
■Company had agreed specifically to exclude these classes of workers in regard to 
payment of bonus. We are unable to hold that the Tribunal committed any error 
■of law’, requiring interference by us, in basing its decision on the principle contained 
in the earlier Agreement of the parties and in holding that there w’as no justification 
to introduce a new element of pajment of bonus to casual and Badli workers at this 
■stage. The claim in this respect also fails. 

As a result, the appeal is only partly allowed inasmuch as the minimum wage 
ffxed by the Tribunal in the Award is varied as indicated by -us above. The rest of 
the Award of the Tribunal is upheld. Since, in this appeal, the principal 4'spute 
related to the fixation of minimum wage of the workmen and w’e are aUowing the 
.appeal of the W’orkmen in that respect, we direct that the workmen, will be entitled 
to their costs of this ajipeal from the Company. 

S.V.J. Appeal partly allomd. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 
tCivil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present ; — ^J. M. Shelat, V. Bhargava and C.A. VAEOiALiNGAjr, JJ. 

The Workmen of the Motor Industries Co., Ltd. ... Appellanti*- 

V. 

The Management of Motor Industries Co., Ltd. and another ... Respoudenii. 

Industrial Disputes Act {XJV of 1947), section 2 fp) and 18 (3) — Settlement, before 

conciliation officer between, management and Association of workmen — Settle- 
ment in representative capacity — Binding on workmen. ■ ■ ■ 

Industrial Disputes Act [XIV of 1947), sections 23 (1), 24 and 29 — Distinction 
between strikes envisaged by section 23 (c) and section 29. 

In^istrial- Disputes Act [XIV of 1947) — Strike by workers — Management dismissing 
three workers for misconduct by incitement, intimidation and riotous and dis- 
orderly behaviour considering them as ‘ very grave nature' — Whether amounts 
to victimisation and discrimination. 

The settlement was a Package settlement by which the management and the 
workmen, through their association, arrived at certain terms in the presence of the 
conciliation' officer. The settlement arrived at by the Association must be 
regarded as one made by it in its representative character and therefore, binding 
on the workmen. If a lightening strike without notice is illegal under any* yrovi* 
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sion of Law, standii^ order 22 would come into operation and starting or joining^ 
such a strike and inciting others to join it would amount to misconduct for which 
disciplinary action by the management would be possible. 

Held, the settlement, was one as defined by section 2 (p) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act and was binding on the workmen under section 18 (3) of the Act until 
it was validly terminated and was in force when the said strike took place. The 
strike was a h'ghteni^ one, was resorted to without notice and was not at the 
call of the Association and was, therefore, in breach of the settlement. 

There is a distinction between a strike envisaged by section 23 (1) in respect of a 
matter covered by a settlement and a strike in breach of a settlement envisaged 
by section 29. A strike in breach of a contract during the operation of a settlement 
and in respect of a matter covered by that settlement falls under section 23 (c). 
But whereas section 26 punishes a workman for going on an illegal strike or for 
any act in furtherance of such a strike, section 29 lays down the penalty for a 
person, not necessarily a workman, who commits breach of a term of a settlement 
which is binding under the Act. Thus, commencing a strike or acting in further- 
ance of it in breach of a settlement binding on the person who so commences it 
or acts in its furtherance is an offence punishable under section 29. 

On facts held. The strike vras in the matter of the suspension of a workman 
pending a domestic enquiry against him, a matter which obviously was not one 
of the matters covered by the said settlement. It was,therefore, not a strike illegal 
under section 24 read with section 23 (c). However, the strike was in contraven- 
tion of the settlement and that settlement being binding on the workmen concerned 
and in operation at the time was punishable under section 29, and therefore, illegal 
under that section. The strike w’as illegal not under section 24 but because it 
was in contravention after settlement binding on the workmen concerned. Conse- 
quently, standing order 22 would apply and participating in or inciting others 
to join such a sti^e would amount to misconduct for which the management were 
entitled to take disciplinary action. 

The management took action only in respect of Acts falling under Clause 3 
and 13 of the standing order 22 evidently for the reason that they considered 
incitement “intimidation and directions and disorderly behaviour as every grave in 
in nature.” It cannot be said in taking this view the management discriminated 
againstthethree workmen were concern^ as against the rest or that they dismissed 
with the object of victimising. An act of discrimination can only occur if amongst 
those equally sihuated an unequal treatment is meted out to one ofmore of them. 
Having been found to be the leaders of the crowd action against them cannot on 
anyprinciple be regarded as discriminatory or unequal. Once a misccnductgrayer 
than that of the rest was found proved against these three workmen and for which 
the punishment is dismissal victimisation cannot legitimately be attributed to the 
management. So far as their participation in the strike and loitering about is 
Concerned... no action was taken against these three workmen on the 
ground that those acts were common with those of the rest of the workmen. 
Held, the order of dismissal cannot be characterised as acts of victimimtion.i 

Appeal by Spcdal Leave from the Award dated the 23rd March, 1968 of the 
Labour Court, Bangalore in Reference No. 39 of 1967. 

M. K. Ramannirthi, Senior Advocate (R. R. Dolia, S. Pappu and Vineet Kumar, 
Advocates, with him), for Appellants. 

H. R. Gokhale, Senior Advocate, (C. Doraswamy and D. N. Gupta, Advocates, 
with him), for Respondent No. 1 . 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shelat, J . — This appeal, founded on Special Leave, arises out of an industrial 
dispute between the respondent company and the Motor Industries Company 
Employees Association wh'ch the Government of Mysore referred to the’ Labour 
Court, Bangalore, for adjudication under section 10 (I) (c) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. The dispute related to the dismissal by the management of three work- 
men, Sandhyavoo, G. Prabhakar and M. V. Vasudevan out of the five workmen 
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against "wliom the management had held a domestic enquiry at which they were found 
^ilty of acts of misconduct charged against them. 

The facts leading to the said dispute and the reference are as follows : 

On 24th August, 1964, the said association handed over to the man^ement a 
•charter of demands. Negotiations betn'een the parties having failed, the demands 
were taken before the conciliation officer when the parties arrived at a settlemrat 
dated 23rd December, 1964. On 29th April, 1966, the management issued a notice 
suspending for a day, i.e., 4th May, 1966, one B. G. Shenoy as and byway of penalty. 
In consequence of the protest by the association ,the said suspension was postponed 
and on 10th May, 1966, the management serv'ed a charge-sheet on Shenoy' and sus- 
pended him pending an enquiry. On 11th May, 1966, the association demanded 
withdrawal of the said suspension and the said charge-sheet. Discussions took place 
on that day from 9.45 a.m. to 12-30 p.m. between the assodation and the manage- 
ment and the parties thereafter adjourned at 1 p.m. for lunch having decided to r«utne 
the talks at 2. 30 p.m. At 2 p.m. the first shift ended and the workers of the second shift 
began to come in. The workmen of the first shift, however, stayed on and those of 
the second shift along with the workmen of the general shift joined them and all of 
them went on strike. The discussions w'hich were resumed at 2-30 p.m. ended in 
an agreement at 5 p.m. and the workmen returned to work. On 18th May', 1966, 
the assistant establishment officer submitted a complaint to the chiel personnel officer 
.alleging certain acts of misconduct by a crowd of workmen mentioning therein the 
names of five of them including the said three workmen. On 25th May, 1966. charge- 
sheets alleging stoppage of wori^ abandoning the place of work, inciting clerks and 
officers of G. 2 department to join the said strike, disorderly behaviour including 
■intimidation and assault on one. A Lakshman Rao, were served upon those five 
workmen. Correspondence thereafter ensued betweenthe association and the manage- 
ment wherein the association protested against the man^ement’s decision to adopt 
disciplinary action against the said five w'orkmen despite the agreement arrive-d at 
on 11th May, 1966. Thereafter, a domestic enquiry’ was held on 30th June, 1966, 
which was completed on 27th July, 1966, when the enquiry officer made his report 
iolding the said three workmen, Sandhyav’oo, Prabhakar and Vasudev’an, guilty 
of acts of misconduct under standing order 22 (2) (3), (13) and (18). He exonerated 
The other two workmen except on the charge of partiepating in the strike and loiter- 
ing about under clauses (2) and (18) of the said standing order on I2th August, 
1969. Management, agreeing with the report, passed orders of dismissal against the 
^aid three workmen which gave rise to the said reference. On 23rd March, 1968, 
the Labour Court gave its award holding that the said enquiry' was validly held and 
That the management were justified in passing the said orders of dismissal. 

Mr. Ramamurthi, appearing for the association, challenged the said award on 
the following grounds : (1) that the said association not having given a call foi the 
said strike, the said charges were misconce'ved and the orders of dismissal were 
•consequently not sustainable ; (2) that the said strike, which was spontaneously staged 
by the W'orkmen, was not illegal under section 24 of the Industrial Disputes Act. nor 
was it in contravention of any law as required by standing order 22 (2) and (3) ; (3) 
that the said disciplinary proceedings were in contravention of the agreement anived 
at on 11th May', 1966, and therefore, the dismissal following such disciplinary 
proceedings amounted to unfair labour practice : (4) that the orders of dismissal 
were passed on charges including that of intimation though the misconduct of intimida- 
tion w’as not found proved by the enquiry officer and hence the said orders were 
illegal (5) that to punish only three workmen when a large number of workmen had 
taken part in staging the strike and in inciting others to joint it constituted victimisa- 
tion ; and (6) that the findings of the enquiry officer were based oii no evidence or 
were perverse in that no reasonable body’ of persons could have arrived at them on 
the cv'idence before him. 

The argument on which the first contention was based was that the settlement 
^ted 23rd December, 1964, was arrived at between tluce parties, the management. 
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the associatioii and the workmen ; and that the association being the union regis- 
tered under tne Trade Unions Act was an entity distinct from the workmen. Under 
clause 5 of the settlement it vms the association which wns obliged to give four days 
notice if it decided to resort to strike, go slow tactics or other coercive action. The 
said_ clause did not impose any such obhgation on the workmen. The workmen thus 
ha\'ing no such obligation and the said strike being a spontaneous one, without any 
call for it from the association, it coitid not be said to be in breach of the said settle- 
ment, and therefore, w'ould not fall under the mischief of section 23 of the Act, the 
first condition of which is that to be illegal under section 24 read with section 23 it 
must be in breach of a contract. Standing order 22 requires that participating 
in a strike would be misconduct if it is in breach of some provision of law. But 
as the strike w’as not in contravention of section 23, it woulc not constitute mis- 
conduct under that standing order. Therefore, the charges against the said three 
workmen were misconceived and the orders of dismissal passed against them on the 
basis that they stood established were bad. In our view this argument caimot be 
sustained. The construction of clause 5 of the settlement suggested by 
Mr. Ramamurthi is contrary to (a) the tenor of that settlement and (b) the provisions 
of the Industrial Disputes Act under which a settlement arrived at between an 
employer and a union represenring the employees during concihation proceedings 
is binding not only on such union but also the workmen whom it represents anc (c) 
the principles of collective bargaining recognised by industrial law. The settlement 
was a package settlement by which the management and the workmen, through their 
association, arrived at certain terms in the presence of the concihation officer. The 
settlement, besides settling the demands contained in the said charter of demands, 
sets out the necessity of harmonious relations and of co-operation betw'een the manage- 
ment arid the worsen so as to promote higher and better production. It was to 
achieve this object that direct action on the part of either of them such as a strike by 
the workmen and a lock-out by the employer without notice was prohibited. Evi- 
■dently the provision for fotur days’ notice before any direct action was taken by either 
of them was provided for so that during that period if there was any grievance it 
could be ironed out by negotiation. Clause 5 of the settlement falls in two parts; 
<1) the substantive part, and (2) the corollary thereof. The first part inter alia pro- 
vided that neither the association nor the management would resort to_ any direct 
action, such as strike, go-slow tactics or lock-out or any such coercive action without 
giving to the other a four days’ notice. The second part provided an undertaking 
on the part of the association to co-operate with the management, if there was any 
strike by workmen without any call therefor from the association, if the management 
were to take disciplinary action against the workmen. If the construction of clause 5 
suggested by Mr. Ramamurthi were to be accepted it would lead to a surprising result, 
namely, that though a strike at the instance of the associatmn required four days’ 
notice, a strike by the w^orkmen without any call from the association would not 
require any such notice and that the settlement left complete liberty' to the workmen 
to launch a sudden strike. Such a construction appears on the very face of it eqa- 
traiy to the object and purpose of the settlement and particularly clause 5 which 
■envisaged a notice period of four day's to enable the parties to resolve a dispute before 
■direct action on its account is resorted to by either of them. The suggested construc- 
tion is also untenable, for, surely the association irrespective of the workmen cannot 
by’ itself resort to anv' direct action. How can, for instance, the association resort 
to go-slow tactics without giving a call for it to the workmen. It is obvious, therefore, 
that clause 5 does not contemplate any dichotomy’ between the association and the 
workmen as suggested by Mr. Ramamurthi, besides being repugnant to the principle 
that a settlement arrivtd at by the association must be regarded as one made by it m 
its representative character, and therefore, binding on the workmen. Therefore, 
although the settlement mentions in clause 5 the management, workmen and the 
association, the expression “workmen*’ therein was unnecessary’, for, without that 
expression also it would have been as efficaciously binding on the workmen as on 
•the association. This conclusion is strengthened by the fact that the settlement 
mentions the management and the association on behalf of the workmen only as the 
parties thereto and the signatories thereto also are only the representatives of the 
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two bodies. None of tbe worlonen, nor any one separately representing them afilxed 
his signature to it. If a lightening strike without notice is illegal under any pro- 
vision of law (a question which we shall presently consider) standrng order 22 would 
come into operation and starting or joim'ng such a strike and inciting others to join 
it would amount to misconduct for which disciplinary action by the managemeat 
would be possible. 

The next question is whether the management could validly take disdpiinary 
action against the workmen concerned in respect of the said strike. The recitrls of 
the said settlement show that as a result of the association presenting the said charter 
of demands negotiations between the management and the association took place 
on the said demands as also on certain proposals made by the management, that on 
their failure conciliation proceedings took place in the course of w'hich the parties 
arrived at the said settlement which, as aforesaid, was signed by the representatives 
of the management and the association in the presence of the concihation officer. 
The settlement thus was one rmder section 12 (3) of the Industrial Disputes Act and 
rule 59 of the Rules made thereunder by the Government of Mysore. It was to 
come into force as from 1st January, 1965,and was to remain in force for three years 
and was thereafter to continue to be in force until its termination bj- either side. 
It is clear from Part I thereof that the object with which it was made was to promote 
harmonious relations and co-operation between the company, the association and 
the workmen so that the company may on the one hand be able to achieve increasc-d 
production and on the other be in a position to afford maximum opportunity for 
continued employment. To accomplish these aims it was agrec-d that the com- 
pany on its part should be managed on sound and progressive hnes and the associa- 
tion and the worlonen on their part should combat any wasteful practices adversely 
affecting workmanship and production and assist the managemc-nt in apprehending 
persons responsible for acts such as theft, sabotage and other subversive activities.^ 
As clause 5 of the settlem .nt itself states itw'as “in order to emure continuation ol 
smooth working ” that the company and the association agreed that in no case would 
either of them resort to direct action such as lock-outs, strikes, go-slow and other 
coercive action without four days’ notice and that should one or more workmicn 
resort to any such direct action without the approvalpf the association, the associa- 
tion would cooperate with the company in any disciplinary action which the corn- 
pany would take agaiirst such w'orkmen. Then follows the agreement on the said 
demands of the workmen, and the proposals made by the management in the details 
of which it is not necessary to go, and finally, the agreement that the parties would 
adhere to the code of discipline and the grievance procedure annexed as armexurc R'' 
to the settlement. The said code also inter alia, provided that there should he 
no strike' or lock-out without notice, that neither party' should resort to coercion, 
intimidation, victimisation or go-slow tactics, that they would avoid litigation, sit- 
down and stay-in strikes and lock-outs and would not peimit demonstrations which 
are not peaceful or rowdyism. Read in the context of the other provisions of Part I 
of the settlement of which it is part, clase 5 was intended to prohibit (a) direct action 
without notice by or at the instance of the association, and (h) strikes by workmen 
themselves without the approval of the association. The words “in no case ” used in 
the clause emphasist that direct action by either party without notice should not be 
resorted to for any reason whatsoever. There can be no doubt that the settlement 
was one as defined by section 2 (p) of they Industrial Disputes Act and was binding 
on the workmen under section 18 (,3) of the Act until it was validly terminated and 
was in force when the said strike took place. The stiike was a listening one. was 
resorted to without notice and was not at the call of the association and was, there- 
fore, in breach of clause 5. 

Could the management then take disciplinary action against the concerned work- 
men in respect of such a strike standing order 22 enumerates various acts consti- 
tuting misconduct. Clauses 2, 3, 13 and 18 provide that striking cither singly or m 
combination with others in contravention of the provisions of any Act, inciting any 
other workmen to strike in contravention of any law, riotous or disorderly behaviour 
or any act subversive of discipline and loitering within the company's premises while 
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ot gum-boots, a demand not covered by the settlement. It was common ground 
that the strike would not fall within the ambit of section 24 but the controversy was 
whether it was otherwise illegal, the workmen’s contention being that it was not, as 
the said clause against a strike without notice applied only to one declared for en- 
forcing one or the other demands which formed the subject matter of the settlement 
and since the strike arose out of a matter not covered by the settlement, that clause 
was inapplicable. This Court negatived the contention and held that the words 
in no case ” in that clarrse meant a strike for whatever reason and though it was 
conceded that it was not illegal under section 24, it was nevertheless held to bo illegal 
not because it was in respect of a matter covered by the said settlement but 
because it was in contravention of' the settlement which was binding on the concerned 
workmen which meant that the Court held the strike to be-illegal under secdon 29. 
In our view the decision in the present case must be the same. The strike was 
illegal not under section 24 but because it was in contravention of the settlement 
binding on the workmen concerned . Consequently, standing order 22 would apply 
and participating in or inciting ethers to join such a strike wculd amount to miscon- 
duct for which the management were entitled to take disciplinary action. 

But against that position, the argument was that the agreement dated 1 1th May, 
1966, under which the workmen called off the strike also provided that no disciplinary 
action would be taken against any workmen in respect of the strike on that day and 
that therefore the proceedings taken against the three workmen in violation of that 
agreement amounted to utdair labour practice. The agreement was oral. Ac- 
cording to Bernard, Secretary of the association, the agreement was that (o) the 
charges and the suspension order passed against the said Shenoy should be with- 
drawn ( 6 ) the company should pay the wages for the 3^ hours period of the strike 
provided the workmen made good the loss of production during that period, and 
(c) the management would take no action against any one for going on strike. The 
evidence of Martin, the company’s technical director, on the other hand, was that 
the company agreed only not to punish the said Shenoy and to consider paying wages 
for the hours of the strike. The Labour Court on this evidence held that the associa- 
tion failed to prove that the management had agreed not to take action against any 
of the workmen in connection with the strike though it may be that they might have 
agreed not to victimise any workman for participating in the strike. _ In fact, the 
management did not impose any penalty against any workman for joining the strike, 
not even against the three concerned workmen. This &ding being purely one of 
fact and the Labour Court having given cogent reasons for if we would not interfere 
with it without the utmost reluctance. We have been taken through the evidence 
and the correspondence between the parties but we fail to see any error on the part 
of the Labour Court in reaching that findmg. 

The next contention was that the orders of dismissal were bad as they took into 
account the charge of intimidation of the company’s officers although the enquiry 
officer had found that charge was not proved. The chargeshccts, cxs. M/4-A 
M/5-A and M 6/A against the three workmen alleged in express terms disorderly 
behaviour and intimidation. The report of the enquiry officer a^inst the said 
Vasudevan clearly stated that the enquiry officer accepted the evidence of the manage- 
ment’s witnesses and that on that evidence all the charges against him stood proved. 
While summarising those charges, he, no doubt, did not in so many words use the 
expression “ intimidation ”. But the evidence which he, as aforesaid accepted, was 
that Vasudevan along with other workmen entered the G. 2 department at about 3 
P. M. on that day and thumping his hand on the table of the said Lakshman Rao 
threatened that officer in the following words: “now I am in the forefront of the 
crowd. You cannot do anything You ask your people to come out and you 
also come-out. Otherwise you can sec what we can do for you now’’. The said 
Lakshman Rao had also deposed that he was suriounded by the workers who started 
pushing and pulling him. The evidence of other officers was that as the crowd which 
forced its way into this department got unruly they were also forced to leave their 
places of work. The evidence against Prabakar was that he too was in the forefront 
of that crowd which squeezed Lakshman Rao and some members thereof inflicted 
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iicks on him. Similarly, there was the evidence of one Raja, the assistant persoimel 
officer, and others that Sandhyavoo was one of those in the forefront of that cioSvd. 
According to Raja, Sandhyavoo tried to lift him from his seat with a view to force 
him to leave h''s table and finding that the crowd had become restive he left his place. 
Acceptance of this evidence by the enquiry officer must necessarily mean acceptance 
of the version of these officers that they were intimidated by the crowd which forced 
its way into their department led by these three workmen. Thoi'gh the enquiry officer 
has not, in so many words, used the expression intimidation his finding of disorderly 
behavdour must be held to include acts of intimidation. 

Lastly, were the orders of dismissal against the three workmen acts of victimisa- 
tion on the part of the management when admittedly a large number of workmen 
had staged the strike and also incited others to join that strike ? Tne orders against 
the three workmen being identical in terms we take the order passed against 
Vasedevan as a specimen. That order sets out four acts of misconduct by him; (I) 
striking or stopping work, (2) inciting. (3) riotous and disorderly behaviour and 
(4) loitering about in the company’s premises. Though each one of these acts, ac- 
cording to the order, was misconduct pum’shable with dismissal, the order sta.tes that 
so far as acts 1 and 4 were concerned, the management did not wish to take a serious 
view .of them as a large number of “misguided” workmen had stopped work and 
left their places of work without penm'ssfon. The management, therefore, took action 
only in respect of acts falling under clauses 3 and 13 of standing order 22 evidently 
for the reason that they considered incitement, intimidation and riotous and disorderly 
behaviour as “ very grave in nature.” We do not think that in taking this view the 
management discriminated against the three workmen concerned as against the 
rest or that they dismissed them with the object of victiim'sing. The evidence in the 
enquiry clearly disclosed that when the crowd forced its way into the G. 2 depart- 
ment it was led by these three workmen, all of whom were in the fore front thereof and 
two of them had- defianty forced the officers to leave their tables. One of them had 
threatened as to what he and the others who were behind him in that crowd could 
do to him if he did not comply and the other had tried even to hit another officer from 
his chair to compel him to leave his place of work. In these circumstances the 
management caimot be blamed if they took a serious view of these acts of tfai three 
workmen concerned, who had taken -.Tp their position in the forefront of that ciowd, 
a position indicative of their having led that crowd into that department and having 
acted as its leaders An a ct of discrimination can only occur if amongst those cqi ally 
situated an unequal treatment is meted out to one or more of them. Having been 
found to be the leaders o'" the crowd, action taken against them cannot on an? 
principle be regarded as discriminatory’ or unequal. The decision in Bum end Co. 
Ltd. V. Workmen\ relied on by Mr. Ramamurthi has no bearing on the facts of this 
■case and caimot assist him. Once a misconduct graver than that of the rest was found 
proved against these three workmen and for which the punishment is dismissal, 
victimisation cannot legitimately be attributed to the management. It is relevant 
in this connection to remember that so far as their participation in the strike and 
loitering about were concerned, no action was ts ken against these three workmen on 
the ground that these acts were common with those of the rest of the workmen. In 
view of these facts it is not understandable how the impugned orders of dismissal 
could be characterised as acts of victimisation. It is also not possible to say that 
the finding of incitement and disorderly behaviour of these three workmen was 
perverse or such as no reasonable body or person could come tc on the evidence on 
record on the ground only that the others aLo were guilty of those acts. For, there 
would be nothing wrong if those who misled or misguided other workmen were se- 
lected for c^ciplinary ac'tion and not the victims of their persuasion, who in fcllowirg 
their precept did similar acts. 

In out judgment the orders of dismissal, based on the findings in the domestic 
enquiry which did not sufier from any infirmity, could not be successfully impeached 
and theiefore, the Labour Court was right in ipholdmg them. The appeal fails 
and is dismissed. There will be no order as to costs. 

S.V.J. 
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Appeal dhmhsed. 



428 


TEE SUPREME COURT JOURNAL, 


[1970 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. Ramaswmu and A. N. 

Grover, JJ. 

Commissioner of Wealth-Tax, West Bengali! ... Appellant* 

V. 

Tungabhadra Industries Ltd., Calcutta ... Respondent. 

Wealth-tax Act {XXVI of 1957), sections 1 (2) (a) and 27 (6) — Wealth-tax — Net 
Wealth — Business assets — Valuation — Global valuation — Written down value 
or balance-sheet value — Value sliomi by assessee in the balance-sheet, if inflated — 
Onus of proof on assessee — Balance-sheet value to be adopted in the absence of 
such proof. 

Reference — Judgment of Supreme Court or High Court — Duty of Tribunal to pass 
orders in conformity with the judgment. 

In computing the net wealth of the assessee the Officer proceeded under section 
7 (2) (a) of the Act and included the full value of the fixed assets as shown by the 
assessee in the balance-sheet without any adjustment after rejecting the contention 
that the fixed assets should be assessed at their written down value as computed 
for the purposes of the income-tax. But the Tribunal in appeal held that the 
written down value may be adopted as the value. The High Court in reference 
also upheld the view. The Revenue appealed. 

Held, that the appeal has to be remanded to the Tribimal. 

Under section 7 (2) (a) of the Act the Officer may determine the net value of the 
assets of the business as a whole, having regard to the balance-sheet of such busi- 
ness as on the valuation date and make such adjustments therein as the circums- 
tances of the case may require. The power conferred upon the Officer to m^e 
adjustments as the circumstances may require is also for the purpose of arriring 
at the true value of the assets of the business. 

It is open to the assessee in any particular case to establish after producing 
relevant materials that the value given of the fixed assets in the balance-sheet is 
artificially inflated. It is also open to the assessee to establish by acceptable 
reasons that the written down value of any particular asset represents the proper 
value of the asset on the relevant valuation date.. The onus of proof is on the 
assessee who must produce reliable material to show that the written down value 
of the assets and not the balance-sheet value is the true value. In the absence of 
any such material, the Officer would be justified in a normal case in taking the value 
given by the assessee itself in its balance-sheet as the real value of the assets for the 
purposes of the Act. 

Section 27 (6) of the Act requires the Tribunal on receiving a copy of the judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court or the High Court as the case may be, to pass such 
orders as are necessary to dispose of the case conformably to such judgment. 
The scope of the hearing must of course depend upon the nature of the order passed 
by the Supreme Court. If the Supreme Court agrees with the riew of the Triburial 
the appeal may be disposed of by a formal order. But if the Supreme Court dis- 
agrees with the Tribunal on a question of law, the Tribunal must modify its order 
in the light of the order of the Supreme Court. If the Supreme Court has held 
that the judgment of the Tribunal is vitiated becau^ it is based on no evidence or 
because the judgment proceeds upon a misconception of the statutc, the Tribunal 
would be under a duty to dispose of the case conformably with the opinion of the 
Supreme Court and on the merits of the dispute and re-hear the appeal. In all 
cases, however, opportunity must be afforded to the parties of being heard. 
Appeals from the Judgment and Order dated the 29th January’, 1965, of the 

Calcutta High Court in Wealth-tax Matter No. 372 of 1961.^ 

* C. As. Nos. 1629 to 1631 oflPeS, Stb August, 1969. 

I - (1965) I LTJ. 769: 60 1.T.R. 447. 
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B. Sen, Senior Advocate, (T.A. Bamacbandran, R.N. Sachthey and B.D. Shanna, 
Advocates, with, him), for Appellant (In all the Appeals). 

M.C. Chagla, Senior Advocate, CR.K. Choudhury and B.P. Maheshwari, 
Advocates, with him), for Respondent (Ih all the Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Bamaswami, J . — ^This appeal is brought by certificate granted under section 29 

(1) of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (hereinafter referred to as the Act) against the 
judgment of the Calcutta High Court dated 29th January, 1966 in Wealth-tax Matter 
No. 372 of 1961. 

The respondent is a company which is assessed to wealth-tax for the assessment 
years 1957-58, 1958-59 and 1959-60. In computing the net wealth of the respondent 
on the respective valuation dates the Wealth-tax Officer proceeded under section 7 

(2) (fl) of the Act and included the full value of the fixed assets as shown by the res- 
pondent in the respective balance-sheets without any adjustment, after rejecting its 
contention that the fixed assets should be assessed at their written down value as 
computed for the purposes of income-tax. In the assessment order for 1957-58 
the Wealth-tax Officer gave his reasons as follows : — 

“The assessee claimed that since the full amount of depreciation which was admissible under 
the Income-tax Act was not provided in the balance-sheet the amount of depreciation not provided 
for earlier should now be deducted from the value of the assets in order to arrive at the net wealth. 
This contention can hardly be accepted. The depreciation allowable under the Income-tax Act 
does not determine the market value of the assets. The object of allowing depreciation in the 
income-tax assessment is quite different. For the purpose of the Wealth-tax assessment the 
value of the assets as estimated by the assessee itself in its balance-sheet has been accepted.” 

Similarly in bis assessment order for 1958-59 ihe Wealtb-tax Officer stated as 
follows : — 

“ Excluding the value of land, the total value of the fixed assets as per balance-sheet amounts 
to Rs. 60,53,811 whereas theassesseehasshowninitsretumthevalueofthesameat Rs. 7,69,435. 
These values have been shown by the assessee on the basis of income-tax written down value and not 
on the basis of the balance-sheet values as required under the global system of valuation. It is 
common knowledge that the values of imported macninery has increased considerably during the 
last few years and, on the valuation date, I do not think that their value should be less than that 
provided for in the balance-sheet.” 

Oq appeal tbe Appellate Assistant Commissioner confirmed the valuation of 
the fixed assets. On further appeal the Income-tax Appellate Tribunal held that it 
would be fair in the circumstances of the case to adopt the written down value of the 
assets as value thereof for all the years tmder appeal. In the course of its order the 
Appellate Tribunal said : 

“In income-ta.x ^essmsnt depreciation is calculated upon the original cost in a scientific and 
systematic manner with due regard to the nature of the asset. Therefore, the written down value as 
determined in the income-tax assessment maybe taken as the fair index of the net value of the 

business assets in most cases It cannot however be laid down as an inflexible rule of law 

that in every case the written down value must be taken to be the net value of the business assets. 
If that were so, the Ixsgislaturc would have said so in clear termsinstcad of indulging in the circum- 
locution in section 7 (2) (a). In this particular case, it appears, the assessee did not make any 
reserve for depreciation and the assc-.s arc old dating back from the inception of the business 
long ago- In these circumstances, in our opinion, it would be fair to adopt the written down value 
of the assets as the value thereof for all the years under appeal ” 

At the instance of the Commissioner of Income-tax, the Appellate Tribunal 
stated a case to the High Court under section 27 (1) of the Act on the following 
question of law : 

“ Whether on the facts and in the circumstances of the case, for the purpose of determining the 
net value of the assets of the assesse; under section 7 1.2) of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957, the Tribunal 
was right in directing that the written down value of the fixed assets of the assessee should be adopted 
2S the" value thereof, instead of their balance-sheet value ?” 

By its jud^ent dated 29th January, 1965 the High Court answered the question 
in the affirmative and in favour of the respondent. 

Section 7 of the Act stood as follows at the material time : 
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“ (I) The value of any asset, other than cash, for the purposes of this Act, shall be estimated 
to be price which in the opinion of the Wealth-tax OfBcer i t would fetch if sold in the open market 
on the valuation date. 

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (1), — 

(a) where the assessee is carrying on a business for which accounts are maintained by him 
regularly, the Wealth-tax Officer may, instead of determining separately the value of each asset held 
by the assessee in such business, determine the net value of the assets of the business as a whole 
having regard to the balance-sheet of such business as on the valuation date and making such 
adjustments therein as the circumstances of the case may require. 

♦ * * 1 * 

In Kesoram Industries & Cotton Mills Ltd. v. Commissioner of Wealth-tax, 
(Central) Calcutta\ the appellant-company had shown in its balance-sheet for the 
period ending 31st March, 1957, the appreciated value on revaluation of its assets, 
after making certain adjustments, at Rs. 2,60,52,357 and had introduced in the capital 
reserve surplus a corresponding balancing figure of Rs. 1,45,87,000 representing the 
increase in the value of the assets upon re-valuation. For the purposes of wealth-rax, the 
officer took the sum of Rs. 2,60,52,357 as the value of the assets, whereas the company 
contended that an adjustment ought to be made in view of the increase in the value 
shown in the balance-sheet on revaluation. It was held by -this Court that as no 
one could know better the value of the assets than the assessee himself, the Wealth- 
tax Officer was justified in accepting the value of the assets at the figure shown by 
the appellant-company itself. It was open to the appellant-company to convince the 
authorities that that figure was inflated for acceptable reasons ; but it did not make 
any such attempt. It was also open to the Wealth-tax Officer to reject the figure given 
by the appellant-company and to adopt another figure if he was, for sufficient reasons, 
satisfied that the figure given by the appellant was wrong. 

It is argued on behalf of the appellant in the present case that the High Court 
was not right in holding that the principle laid down by this Court in Kesoram 
Industries^ case is not applicable. In our opinion there is justification for this argu- 
ment. Under sub-section (1) of section 7 of the Act the Wealth-tax Officer is autho- 
rised to estimate for the purpose of determining the value of any asset, the price 
which it would fetch, if sold in the open market on the valuation date. But this 
rule in the case of a rutming business may often be incouvem'ent and may not yield a 
true estimate of the net value of the total assets of the business. The Legislature has, 
therefore, provided in sub-section (2) (a) that where the assessee is carrying on 
business for which accounts are maintained by him regularly, the Wealth-tax Officer 
may determine the net value of the assets of the business as a whole, having regard to 
the balance-sheet of such business as on the valuation date and make such adjust- 
ments therein as the circumstances of the case may require. The power conferred 
upon the tax officer to make adjustments as the circumstances of the case may require 
is also for the purpose of arriving at the true value of the assets of the business. 

It is of course open to the assessee in any particular case to establish after producing 
relevant materials that the value given of the fixed assets in the balance-sheet is arti- 
ficially inflated. It is also open to the' assessee to estabfish by acceptable reasons 
that the written down value of any particular asset represents the proper value of the 
asset on the relevant valuation date. In the absence of any material produced by 
the assessee to demonstrate that the written down value is the real value, the Wealth- 
tax Officer would be justified in a normal case in taking the value given by the assessee 
itself to its fixed assets in its balance-sheet for the relevant year as the real value of 
the assets for the purposes of the wealth-tax. It is a question of fact in each case as- 
to whether the depreciation has to be taken into account in ascertaining the true 
value of the assets. The onus of proof is on the assessee who must produce reliable 
material to show that the written down value of the assets and not the balance-sheet 
value is the true value. If, therefore, the assessee merely claims that the written 
down vulue of the assets should be adopted but fails to produce any material to show 
that the written down value is the true value, the Wealth-tax Officer is justified in 


1. (1966) 59 l.T.R. 767 : (1966) 1 I.TJ. 277 : A.I.R. 1966S.C. 1370. 
1966) I Comp.LJ. 154 : (1966) I S.CJ. 312: 
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rejecting the claims and adopting the v alues shown by the assessee himself in his 
balancesheet as the true value of his assets. In our opinion the High Court should 
have based its decision on the principle of Kesoram Industries case^ and the 
question of law should be answered in the manner stated by us in this judgment. 

But it is necessary to give certain effective directions in this case. Section 27 (6). 
of the Act requires the Tribunal on receiving a copy of the judgment of the Supreme 
Court or the High Court as the case may be to pass such orders as are necessary to 
dispose of the case conformably to such judgment. This clearly imposes an obhga- 
tion upon the Tribunal to dispose of the appeal in the light and conformably with 
.the judgment of the Supreme Court. Before the Tribunal passes an order disposing 
of the appeal there would normally be a hearing. The scope of the hearing must 
of course depend upon the nature of the order passed by the Supreme Court. If' 
the Supreme Court agrees with the view of the Tribunal the appeal may be disposed 
of by a formal order. But if the Supreme Court disagrees with the Tribunal on a. 
question of law, the Tribunal must modify its order in the light of the order of the 
Supreme Court. If the Supreme Court has held that the judgment of the Tribunal 
is vitiated because it is based on no evidence or because the judgment proceeds upon 
a misconstruction of the statute, the Tribunal would be under a duty to dispose of' 
the case conformably with the opinion of the Supreme Court and on the merits of' 
of the dispute and re-hear the appeal. In all cases, however, opportunity must 
be afforded to the parties of being heard- In Income-tax Appellate Tribimal, Bombay- 
V. S. C. Cambatta & Co., Ltd. the Bombay High Court has explained the procedure 
followed in the disposal of an appeal conformably to the judgment of the High Court. 
Chagla, C. J., in delivering the judgment of the Court observed : 

“ V(h5a a reference is made to the High Court either under section 66 (I) or section 

66 (2) the decision of the Appellate Tribunal cannot be looked upon as final ; in other words, the 
appeal is not finally dispos^ of It is only when the High Court deciding the case, exercises Its . 
advisory jurisdiction, and gives directions to the Tribunal on questions of law, and the Tribun^ 

reconsiders the matter and decides it, that the appeal is finally disposed of it is clear that what 

the Appellate Tribunal is doing after the High Court has heard the case is to exercise its appellate 
powers under section 33. The shape that the appeal would ultimately take and the decision that the 
Appellate Tribunal would ultimately give would entirely depend upon the view taken by the High 
Court.” 

This passage was quoted with approval by this Court in Esthuri Aswathiah v. 
Commissioner of Income-tax.^ In the piesent case, therefore, Ihe answer we have- 
fumished to the question in the reference means that the Appellate Tribunal must 
now, in conformity with the judgment of this Court, act under section 27 (6) of the- 
Aci, that is to S3.y, dispose of ihe case after rehearing the responden^^-company. 
and the Commissioner in the light of the evidence and according to law. 

There will be no order as to costs. 

Remanded.. 


1. (1966) I I.TJ.2// : (1966) 1 Comp.L.J. 
134 ; (19661 1 S CJ. 312. 

2. (1936) 29 I.T.R. 118, 120 : 1.L.R. (1956) 
Bom. 254:58 Bom. L.R. 259: A.I.R. 1956 Bom. 


509. 

66r.T.R.478(S.C.) : (1967) 2 
:(1567)2 S.CJ. 776 : A.I.R. : 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Chdl Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present: — Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. Rama^aiu and Grover, JJ. 

-Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-I . . Appellant* 

V. 

India Discount Co., Ltd. . . Respondent. 

Income-tax Act {XI of 1922), sections 10, 12 — Business income or income from 
other sources — Shares and arrears of dividend — Assessee, dealer in shares — 
Purchase of shares — Contract to purchase shares and arrears of dividend — 
Consideration paid for shares and arrears of dividend — Arrears dividend — 
Receipt by assessee — Not income — Receipt not otherwise income — Not to 
constitute income by erroneous crediting into profit and loss account. 

-Company — Shares — Purchase of— Purchasers right to arrear dividend. 

Tiie assessee-company deab'ng in shares and secmilies, purchased shares of a 
company in 1955 under a contract which provided that the registered shareholders 
shoidd sell the shares to the assessee with anears of diWdends relating to the 
period 193645. The assessee first credited the arrears of dividend to the profit 
and loss appropriation account and thereafter transferred the same to a reserve 
fund in the relevant accounting year. No adjustment was made in the share 
purchase account on account of the receipt of the dividend. The value of the 
shares which represented the stock-in-trade of the assessee remained the same 
both in the opening and the closing stocks. The department and the Tribunal 
Jield that the dividend was income and assessable. But the High Court in 
reference held that no part of the arrear dividend was income. The department 
.appealed. 

Held that, the consideration paid by the assessee was given not only for the 
•shares but also for share dividends. This is capital purchase by the assessee of 
the shares together with arrear dividends due on the shares for the years 1936 to 
1945. The aritar dividend would not constitute income h’able to be taxed either 
us profit under section 10 of the Act or as dividend under section 12 of the Act. 

Where a company declares dividend the same can only be paid to the person 
who is then the registered holder. A purchaser of shares becomes entitled to all 
■ividends declared since his purchase but not before. If the purchase is made on 
•the eve of declaration of dividends but the purchaser does not get his name mutated 
in the records of the company in time to have dividend warrant issued in his 
-own name he is entitled to call upon his vendor to make over the dividend to him 
if and when received. It is well settled that after a sale of the shares and as 
long as the purchaser does not get his name registered, the vendor is for certain 
purposes considered a trustee for the purchaser of the rights attaching to the 
shares or accruing thereon, including the voting rights. 

It is well established that a receipt which in law cannot be regarded as income 
■cannot become so merely because the assessee erroneously credited it to the profit 
and loss account. 

On facts : since the arrear dividends are not claimable by the assessee by virtue 
the right as purchaser they could not become the income of the assessee. They 
were the income of the vendor. Where the assessee purchased not only the 
share scripts but also the arrear dividends, the arrear dividends would not 
constitute income in the hands of the assessee. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order, dated the 6th January, 1965, of the 

-Calcutta High Court in Income-tax Reference No. 145 of 1961.^ 


• C.A.NO. 2115 of 1968. 

1. (1965)2 I.TJ. 777: 64 1.T.R. 301, 


7th August, 1969. 
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B. Sen, Senior Advocate {S. A. L. Narayana Rao, R. N. Sachthey and B. D. 
Sharma, Advocates, with him), for Appellant. . , , . ^ r r, , 

S. Mitra, Senior Advocate (P. K. Mukherjee, Advocate with him), for Res- 
pondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

ihmnwwmn/, /.-The respondent is a private limited company (Jereinafjer 
tQ oc the assessee). The appeal relates to the assessment year 1956-57 for 
which th» previous yearis the year eSng 30th September, 1955. The business of the 
Ts^eSee wL to dea?with sharesand securities. On 30th September 1954 the assessee 
•niirchasf’d 11 900 shares of Kedarnath Jute Manufacturing Co., Ltd., in two lots, 
ES Stte raw of L 9-8.0 par share add the other at Rs. 9-rPO per share from oae 
B=harilal Nathani, Share broker, for a total consideration of Rs. 1,12,575. When 
fhe assessee purchased the said shares a large amount of dividends was in arr^r as the 
previous owners had not claimed the dividends declared between 1936 and 194^ 
althout'halarge part of the dividend, on the said shares m respect of the year. 1945 to 
VqShIdb'm collected by the previous owners of the said shares. A letter addressed 
I rR^B^rilaTNathani to the assessee bearing the date 30th September, 1954 goes to 
Sow StSaiTha^ with arrear dividends”. It is admitted that the 

Sen£ wWch had been declared between f ^94^^ and tyre my wed 

frSmS-rSXo rSe^faDdin th= accenting year coding 30th September, 

1955 No adjustment was made in the share purchase account on account of the 
rSot of dividend. The value of the shares which represented the stock-in-trade 
nf^he asmss-e remained the same both in the opening and the closing stocte. 

the Income-tax Officer it was contended on behalf of the assessee that as the 
a/rVar dividends pertained to the years 1936 to 1945. the arrear dividend received 
hv the l^sSseewL not in The nature liable to income-tax as it was merely 

realisatiSi of capital. The Income-tax Officer rejected the contention of the assessee 
Ind Sated the amount of arrear dividend as the business income of thc assessce 
f On aoo'albv the assessee the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of 

Sira- aJcxSSiS'thc quesdS. whether the amount of Re. 43,925 should be trea- 
fr'Svid^nd and should, therefore, be assessed under section 12 of the Indian 
1922 (hereinafter referred to as the Act) or whether it should be 
SS afprote aS gatas of business arising to the assessee and taxed under see- 
treated as pron o that the amount could not be regarded as 

“dividend” S 4e assessee was not the registered shareholder in the years for which 
the aiTcar dSnds were declared. But he held that since the shares were purchased 
bl 55 asSssce with the knowledge that it would be entitled to receive the arrear 
dfvidenr which represented profits arising on the acquisition of such shares, the 
Ssesme could be dcLed to have entered into a scheme of profit-maffing, an adventure ■ 
Sc Sc of trade. The assessee brought a sccoiffi appeal to the Appellate Tn- 
buSl S the appeal was dismissed. The Appellate Tribunal confirmed the findings 
b^ the Licome-tax authorities and held thatthe assessee acquired the shares on which 
the arrcTr dividendswerc received inthe course of its share-dealing business and that 
tl5 Sof Rs. 43,925 so received by the assessee form^ an integral part of its incoinc 
irisi^”f?om business which was liable to lax. At the instance of the assessee the 
AppchatcTribunal stated a case to the High Court on the following question of law: 

“ \Vh”th'r on th“ facts and in the circumstances of the case the sum of Rs. 43,925 received 

bv th’51^''i5ereprcsc'ntcd businessincomearisingu^crsecuon 10 Roman venture.n the nature 

of trade or i t s\-as a dividend within the meaning of section 12 of the Incomc-t..x Act. 

Afte- lookin'- into the statement of case and also the application of the assessee 
under seciion 66 fl) of the Act the High Court held that the question which the Tri- 
bunal had referred did not correctly and accurately describe the stand and contention 
bv th' ass-ssee throughout which was that no part of the arrear dividend 
bv th" Slsee was income at all liable to tax. The High Court thereafter 
uddre^cd 'itself to the real issue between the parties and ultimately held that the 

s c J— 55 
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amount of Rs. 43,925 was not liable to tax. This appeal is brought on behalf of the 
Commissioner of Income-tax against the judgment of the High Court dated fth 
January, 1965, by a certificate granted under section 66-A (2) of the Act. 

It is necessary that the question referred to by the High Court should be 
reframed in the following manner in order to bring out the real point in controversy 
between the parties ; 

“ Whether in the facts and circunistances of the case the assessee had purchased the arrears of 
dividend ? If soj whether the said sum of Rs. 43,925 could at ail be assessed either .as dividend or 
as profit.” 

It is manifest that dividends declared by Kedamath Jute Manufacturing Co., 
between the years 1936 and 1945, were the property of the persons whose names stood 
on the share register on the relevant dates. When a company declares dividend the 
same can only be paid to the person who is then the registered holder. A purchaser 
of shares becomes entitled to all dividends declared since his purchase but not before. 
If the purchase is made on the eve of declaration of dividend, but the purchaser 
does not get his name mutuated in the records of the company in time to have the 
dividend-warrant issued in his own name he is entitled to caU upon his vendor to make 
over the dividend to him if and when received. It is well settled that after a sale of 
the shares and so long as the purchaser does not get his name regstered, the vendor 
is for certain purposes considered a trustee for the purchaser of the rights attaching 
to the shares or accruing thereon, including the voting rights. In the present case 
there was a contract between the assessee and the registered shareholders to sell the 
shares to the assessee with arrear dividend'. In other words the assessee entered 
into the contract with the registered shareholders not only to purchase share scrips 
but the dividends which had been declared but not collected by him or paid over to 
shareholders. As the dividends had been declared long ago there was no uncertainty 
as to the exact amount receivable in respect of them. It is, therefore, clear that both 
the purchaser and the vendor knew exactly what sum of money would come to the 
vendor by way of such dividend. In other words the purchase consideration included 
the amount of the arrear dividends and as the dividends had been declared long ago 
there was no uncertainty as to the exact amount receivable in respect of them. 
The existence of a contract binding the vendors to make over to the purchaser the 
arrear dividends clearly implied that the price paid by the purchaser was not only 
for the value of the share scrips but also for the sum of Rs. 43,925 which was going 
to be realised in the form of arrear dividends by the purchaser. The High Court held 
upon an examination of the evidence that such an arrangement imph'ed that the value 
of Rs. 9-8-0 and Rs. 9-4-0 per share as settled into the broker’s bills was not the real 
value of the share scrips alone but also included the element of the arrear dividends 
agreed to be receivable by the purchaser. The legal position, therefore, is that the 
arrear dividends were not claimable by the purchaser by virtue of his right as such 
purchaser and could not become his income from the shares. He was to get the 
same because the vendor had contracted to pass the arrear dividends on to him. 
They were the income of the vendors, f.e., the registered holders but they could not 
become the income of the purchaser. In fact the assessee had purchased the amount 
of arrear dividends for a price which was included in the total consideration of 
Rs. 1,12,575. What the assessee acquired in the form of share scrip represented its 
stock-in-trade, which consisted of the shares and the dividends potential which had 
to be realised. In this state of facts it is manifest that the assessee paid the amount 
of Rs. 1,12,575 not only for the share scrips but also for the arrear dividends which 
was inextricably connected with the purchase of the share scrips. In our opinion 
the High Court rightly held that the amount of Rs. 43,925 was not income which 
could be assessed in the hands of the assessee. 

It was said that the assessee had itself credited the amount of Rs. 43,925 to the 
profit and loss appropriation account and thereafter transferred the same to a 
reserve fund in the accounting year ending 30th September, 1966. No adjustment 
was made in the share purchase account on account of the receipt of dividend. But it 
is well established that a receipt which in law cannot be regarded as income cannot 
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become so merely because the assessee erroneously credited it to the profit and loss 
account. (See Commissioner of Income-tax Bombay City-I v. Mfs. Shoorji Vallabha- 
das and Co^). The assessee’s case had all along been that the amount of arrear divi- 
dends receiv'ed could not be treated as income of the assessee liable to tax for the 
assessment year 1956-57. As we have already shown the consideration paid by the 
assessee was given not only for the shares but also for share dividends amounting 
to Rs. 43,925 and the amount of Rs. 1,12,575 was paid not only for the share scrips 
but also for the arrears dividends. In other words there was capital purchase fay 
the assessee of the shares together with arrear dividends due on the shares for the 
years 1936 to 1945. It is therefore not possible to treat the payment of Rs. 43,925 
as income liable to tax either as profit under section 10 of the Act or as dividend 
under section 12 of the Act. 

For the reasons expressed we hold that there is no merit in this appeal. It 
is accordingly dismissed with costs. 

Appeal dismissed. 

V.S. THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present; — ^J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. Ramaswami and A. N. 
Grover, JJ. 

Income-tax Officer, AUeppey ... Appellant' 

V. 

M.C. Ponnoose and others ... Respondenu. 

Income-tax Act, (XLIII o/1961), section 2 (44 ) — Finance Act, (XIII of 1963), section 
4 — “ Tax Recovery Officer" — Substitution of new definition with retrospective 
effect — State Government empowered to invest any State Revenue Officer with 
powers of Tax Recovery Officer by notification — Wltether State Government can 
notify with retrospective effect — Action taken by Slate Revenue Officer prior to 
date of notification — Validity. 

Section 4 of the Finance Act, 1963, substituted a new definition for the original 
definition of “ Tax Recovery Officer ” in section 2 (44) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, and also provided that the new definition shall be and shall be deemed always 
to have been substituted. The new definition empowered the State Government 
to authorise by notification any State Revenue Officer to exercise the powers of a 
Tax Recovery Officer. The Government of Kerala issued a notification dated 
14th August, 1963, under section 2 (44) (f'O of the Act, authorising various revenue 
officials including the Taluka Tahsildar to exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery 
Officer. The notification was published in the Kerala Gazette dated 20th August, 
1963, and the concluding portion of the notification stated. “ This notification 
shall be deemed to have come into forte on the first da,, of April, 1962.” A 
Tahsildar effected attachment of shares towards recovery of arrears of income-tax 
subsequent to first April, 1962, but prior to 14th August, 1963. The High Court, 
on a petition under Article 226 of the Constitution, held that the notification was 
" invalid and this was affirmed by a division bench in appeal. On appeal to the 
Supreme Court, 

Held, that the action taken by the Tahsildar in attaching the shares was 
unsustainable. 

The exercise of the power under sub-clause («) of clause (44) of section 2 of the 
Income-tax Act 1961, is more of an c.xctmtive than a legislative Act. Therefore 
the Taluka Tahsildar could not be authorised by the notification to exerdsc powers 
of a Tax Recovery Officer with effect from a date prior to the date of the noti- 
on tion. 


1. (19S2) 45 I.T.R. 144. 
• C..AS. Kos. 942 and 943 of 1965. 


28th July, 1959. 
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Tlie only effect of the substitution made by the Finance Act, 1963, was to make 
the new definition a part of the Income-tax Act, 1961, from the date it was enacted. 
The legal fiction that the new definition “shall be and shall be deemed always to 
have been substituted” could not be extended beyond its legitimate field and 
construed as conferring power for a retrospective authorisation by the State in 
the absence of any express provision in section 2 (44) of the Act itself. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 18th June, 
1965 of the Kerala High Court in Writ Appeals Nos. 139 and 140 of 1964. 

Jagdish Swamp, Solicitor-General of India (r.A. Ramachandran and B.D. 
Pharma, Advocates, with him) for Appellant (In both the Appeals). 

S.T. Desai, Senior Advocate (Af.C. Chacko and A.K. Verma. Advocates, and 
J.B. Dadachanji and O.C. Matlnir, Advocates of M/s. J.B. Dadaclianji & Co., 
with him) for Respondent No. 1 (In C.A. No. 942 of 1966. 

A.G. Pitdissery, Advocate, for Respondents Nos. 2. and 3 (In C.A. No. 942 of 
1966). 

J.B. Dadachanji & Co., for Respondents Nos. 1 and 2 (In C.A. No. 943 of 
1966). 

A. G. Pitdissery, Advocate, for Respondents Nos. 7 and 8. (In C. A. No. 943 
of 1966.) 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Grover, J . — ^These two appeals by special leave involve a common question 
relating to the validity of a notification issued by the Government of Kerala in 
August, 1963, empowering certain revenue officials including the Taluka Tahsildarto 
oxercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under the Income-tax Act, 1961, 
hereinafter called the Act. The notification was expressly stated to be effective from 
1st April 1962— a data prior to the date of the notification. 

The facts in one of the appeals (C.A. No. 942 of 1966) may be stated; One 
Kunchacko of Alleppey allowed the income-tax dues from him to fall into arrears. 
The Income-tax Officer took steps to recover the arrears through the Tabsildar. 
Certain shares standing in the name of the assessee vycre attached by the Tahsildar. 
The first respondent Ponnoose claimed to' have obtained a decree for a certain sum 
against the assessee. He also got the shares standing in the name of the assessee 
attached in execution proceedings. Ponnoose filed a petition under Article 226 of 
the Constitution in the High Court of Kerala in which he challenged the action 
taken by the revenue officials including the Tahsildar forgetting the shares, which 
had been attached, sold for satisfaction of the income-tax dues of the assessee. 

The learned Single Judge held that the notification empowering the Tahsildar 
to exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under the Act wiffi retrospective 
effect was invalid. Consequently the attachments made by the Tahsildar were 
quashed.- This view was affirmed by a division bench in appeal. 

The Act came into force on first April 1962. Section 2 (44) defined the expres- 
sion “ Tax Recovery Officer ” in the following terms : — 

“‘Tax Recovery OfScer,’ means — 

(f) a Collector ; 

(iT) an additional Collector or any other officer authorised to exercise the powers of a 
Collector under any law relating to land revenue for the time being in force in a State ; or 

(i/i) any Gazetted Officer of the Central or a State Government who may be authorised by 
she Central Government by notification in the OfBcial Gazette, to exercise the povers of a Tax 
Recovery Officer.” 

Section 4 of the Finance Act, 1963, substituted a new definition for the oririnal 
definition of Tax Recovery Officer. It wa-. provided that the new definition “"shall 
be and shall be deemed always to have been substituted.” The new dcfim'tion was 
as follows : 
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“ ‘Tax Recovery Officer’ means — 

^i) a Collector or an Additional Collector ; 

(ii) any such officer empowered to effect recovery' of arrears of land revenue or other public 
demand under any law relating to land revenue or other public demand for the time being in force 
in the State as may be authorised by the State Government, by ceneral or special notification in the 
OScial C^ette, to exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer. 

(iii) any Gazetted Officer of the Central or a State Government who may be authorised by 
the Central Government, by general or special notification in the Official Gazette, to e-xcrcise the 
powers of a Tax Recovery Officer.” 

The impugned notification dated 14th August, 1963, which was published in the 
Kerala Gazette dated 20th August, 1963 referred to the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (ii) of clause (44) of section 2 of theAct read with sub-rule (2) of rule 7 of the 
Income-tax (Certificate Proceedings) Rules, 1962 and authorised the various revenue 
officials mentioned therein including the Taluka Tahsildar to exercise the powers of a 
Tax Recovery Officer under the Act in respect of the anears, etc. The concluding 
portion was, “ this notification shall bo deemed to have come into force on the first 
day of April 1962.” The Tahsildar had effected attachment of the shares subsequent 
to first April 1962 but prior to 14th August, 1963. In other words on the date on 
which he had effected attachment he was not a Tax Recovery Officer but he got the 
powers of a Tax Recovery Officer by virtue of the notification dated 14th August, 
1963. The short question for determination, therefore, was and is whether the State 
Government could invest the Tahsildar with the pow'ers of a Tax Recoveri' Officer 
under the aforesaid provisions of the Act with effect from a date prior to the date of 
the notification, f.e., retroactively or retrospectively. 

Now, it is open to a sovereign Legislature to enact laws which have retrospective 
operation. Even when the Parliament enacts retrospective laws such laws are — 
in the words of Willies, J. in Phillips v. Eyre^ — 

“no doubt prima facie of questionable policy, and contrary to the general 
principle that legislation by which the conduct of mankind is to be regulated 
ought, when introduced for the first time, to deal with future acts, and ought 
not to change the character of past transactions carried on upon the faith of 
the then existing law.” 

The Courts will not, therefore, ascribe retrospectivity to new laws affecting 
rights unless by express words or necessary impUcation it appears that such was 
the intention of the Legislature. The Parliament can delegate its legislative power 
within the recognised limits. Where any rule or regulation is made by any 
person or authority to whom such powers have been delegated by the Legislature it 
may or may not be possible to make the same so as to give retrospective operation. 

It will depend bn the language employed in the statutory provision which may in 
express terms or by necessary impUcation empower the authority concerned to make 
a rule or regulation with retrospective effect. But w'here no such language is to be 
found it has been held by the Courts that the person or authority exercising subor- 
dinate legislative functions caimol make a rule, regulation or bye-law which can 
operate with retrospective effect ; (see Subba Rao J., in Dr. Indrainani Pyarelal 
Gupta V. W.R. Natliii & others" — ^tho majority not having expressed any different 
opinion on the point; Afodi Food Praduch Ltd. v. Commissioner of Sales-lax, U.P.^; 
India Sugar Refineries Ltd. v. State of Mysore* and General S. Shivdev Singh 
and another v. The State of Punjab and others^.) 

It can hardly be said that the impugned notification promulgates any rule, 
regulation or bye-law all of which have a definite signification. The exercise of the 
power under sub-clause (ii) of clause (44) of section 2 of the Act is more of an execu- 
tive than a legislative act. It becomes, therefore, all the more necessary to consider 
how such an act which has retrospective operation can to valid in the absence of any 
power conferred by the aforesaid prorision to so perform it as to give it retrospective 
operation. In Strawboard Manufacturing Co. Ltd, v. Gutta Mill Worker's Union^, 


1. (IS70}LR.6QB 1 :40TJ Q.B 2S. 

2. (1963) 2 S.C J. 59: (1953) 1 S.C.R 721. 

3. (1955) 6 S.T.C. 2S7 ; I.L.R. (1955) 2 All. 
612 ; A.T.R. (1956) Ail. 35. 

4. (I960} Mvs- LJ. 635 : A I-R. I960 hlys- 


326. 

5. I.L.R. (1959) Punj. 1445: (1959) P.L.R. 
514. 

6 (1953) SCJ. 104 : (1953) S C.R. 439 - 
(1953) 1 M.LJ.427- 
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an industrial dispute had been referred by the Governor to the Labour Commissioner 
or a person nominated by him with the direction that the award should be submitted 
not later than 5th April, 1950. The award, however, was made on 13th April, 1950. 
On 26th April, 1950, the Governor issued a notification extending the time up to 
30th April. It was held that in the absence of a provision authorising the State 
Government to extend from time to time the period within which the Tribunal or 
the adjudicator could pronounce the decision the State Government had no authority 
to extend the time and the award was, therefore, one made without jurisdiction and a 
nullity. This decision is quite apposite and it is difficult to hold in the present case 
that the Taluka Tahsildar could be authorised by the impugned notification to 
exercise powers of a Tax Recovery Officer with effect from a date prior to the date 
of the notification. 

It may next be considered whether by saying that the new definition of “ Tax 
Recovery Officer” substituted by section 4 of the Finance Act 1963 “ shall be and 
shall be deemed always to have been substituted” it could be said that by necessary 
implication or intendment the State Government had been authorised to invest the 
officers mentioned in the notification with the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer with 
retrospective effect. The only effect of the substitution made by the Finance Act 
was to make the new definition a part of the Act from the date it was enacted. The 
legal fiction could not be extended beyond its legitimate field and the aforesaid words 
occurring in section 4 of the Finance Act 1963 could not be construed to embody 
conferment of a power for a retrospective authorisation by the State in the absence 
of any express provision in section 2 (44) of the Act itself. It may be noticed that 
in a recent decision of the Constitution Bench of this Court in B.S. Vadera, etc. v. 
Union of India & others^, it has been obsen'ed with reference to rules framed under 
the proviso to Article 309 of the Constitution that these rules can be made with 
retrospective operation. This view was, however, expressed owing to the language 
employed in the proviso to Article 309 that “ any rules so made shafi have effect 
subject to the provisions of any such Act.” . As has been pointed out the clear and 
unambiguous expressions used in the Constitution, must be given their full and 
unrestricted meaning unless hedged in by any h'mitations. Moreover when the 
language employed in the main part of ^ticle 309 is compared with that of the 
proviso it becomes clear that the power given to the Legislature for laying down the 
conditions is identical with the power given to the President or the Governor, as 
the case may be, in the matter of regulating the recruitment of Government servants 
and their conditions of service. The Legislature, however, can regulate the recruit- 
ment and conditions of service for all times whereas the President and the Governor 
can do so only till a provision in that behalf is made by or under an Act of the appro- 
priate Legislature. As the Legislature can legislate prospectively as well as retros- 
pectively there can be hardly any justification for saying that the President or the 
Governor should not be able to make rules in the same maimer so as to give them 
prospective as well as retrospective operation. For these reasons the ambit and 
content of the rule making power under Article 309 can furnish no analogy or parallel 
to the present case. The High Court was consequently right in coming to the con- 
clusion that the action taken by the Tahsildar in attaching the shares was unsus- 
tainable. 

The appeals therefore fail and are dismissed with costs. One hearing fee. 

T.K.K. Appeals dismissed. 


I. (1969) 1 S.CJ. 73 : A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 118. 
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Ij STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH V. YEDLA PERAYYA {Shall, /.). 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 
(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 


Present J. C. Shah, V. Ramaswami and A. N. Grover, JJ. 
The State of Andhra Pradesh , , Appellant * 

V. 


"iedla Pera^ya 


Respondent. 


A.ndhra Pradesh Forest Act (F of 1882) as amended by Act (XI of 1963), sections 43 and 47 
—Scope— Forest offence— Confiscation of the vehicle made obligatory upon the Magistrate, 
but no such restriction upon the potoer of the appellate Court— Power of the appellate 
Court to set aside the order of confiscation, if in any way restricted— Code of Criminal 
Procedure (V of 1898), section 520. 


^Section 43 of the Andhra Pradesh Forest Act (V of 1882) as amended by Act 
(XI of 1963) made it obligatory upon the Magistrate to confiscate the property 
or veliicle used in the commission of any forest offence. But, tltis section does 
not restrict tlae po^ver of the appellate Court to pass any appropriate order as 
may be just regarding disposal of the property'. There is no warrant for implying 
tliat the power conferred by section 47 of the Act upon tlie appellate Court is 
subject to some uneKpressed limitation. 


Appeal from the Judgment and Ordci' dated the 25th February, 1966 of the 
Andhra Pradesh High Court in Criminal Revision Case No. 382 of 1964. 


P. Ram Reddy, Senior Advocate (G, S. Rama Rao, Advocate, ^ritl^ him), for 
Appellant. 


A. V. Rangam, Miss Sen, Miss A. Vedavalli and Miss Subhashini, Advocates, for 
Respondent. 


The Judgment of tlte Court was delivered by 

Shah, j. — ^Motor Lorry No. A.P.P. 4695 belonging to the respondent 
Yedla Pera>ya was sezied by the Forest Range Officer, Gokavaram, early in the 
morning of 25tli December, 1962, w'hen it was being used \sntliout a license for cai'r^*- 
ing eight legist logs on Rajahmundry-Gofcavaram Road. The driver of the motor 
lorrj' and anotlrer person were tried before tlie 2nd Additional, 2nd Class Magistrate, 
Rajalunundry on a complaint by tlie Forest Range Officer for offence under sections 
35 and 36 of tlie Andhra Pradesh Forest Act and the mlcs framed tlicrcunder. Tlie 
tis-o accused admitted tliat tliey had committed the offence of illicit transportation 
of timber, and on tlicir plea of guilty they ivcrc convicted. Tiic respondent applied 
to tlie Trial Magistrate for an order releasing the motor lorry on the plea that tlie 
offence of transportation of timber was committed irithout liis knowledge and that 
the value of tlie timber seized was not more tlian Rs. 50 at the relevant time. The 
learned Magistrate observed: 

“ After careful perusal of tiic deposition of P.W. i, I find tliat there is notliing 
in it to indicate tliat the petitioner knowingly lent liis lorr}* for the illicit transport 
of timber on the night of 24tli December, 1963. There is also nothing in the 
case records to shoiv tliat tlie 'petitioner allowed the lorry’ to illicitly transport 
the timber on tlie above date, I accordingly hold tliat the petitioner cannot be 
said to have knowingly allowed his lorry’ to illicitly transport the timber.” 

But tlie learned Magistrate was of the view tliat by section 43 of the Andhra 
Pradesh Forest Act, irlierc it was proved tliat the value of the timber transported 
exceeded Rs. 50, he ivas enjoined to direct confiscation of the vcliiclc in is hich the 
forest produce was being transported witiiout a license. In his view the value of 
eight logs of timber seized from tlie lorry was Rs. 31 1 at tlie market latc in Rajah- 
mundry. 


Crl.A. No. 195 of 1966. 


4th November, I96S. 
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In appeal by the respondent to the Court of Session at Rajahmundr)' the order 
of confiscation was set aside and the High Court of Andhra Pradesh confirmed the 
order of the Court of Session. The State of Andhra Pradesh has appealed to tliis 
Court -^dth certificate granted under Article 134 (i) (c) of the Constitution. 

The Andhra Pradesh (Andhra Area) Forest Act (V of 1882) provides by section 
41 that ^vhen there is reason to believe that a forest offence has been committed in 
respect of any timber or forest produce, such timber or produce together with all 
tools, ropes, chains, boats, vehicles and cattle used in committing any such offence 
may be seized by any Forest Officer or JPohce Officer. Section 43 as amended by 
Act (XI of 1963) provides: 

‘‘ Where a person is convicted of any forest offence, the Court sentencing him 
shall order confiscation to the Government of the timber or the forest produce in 
respect of wliich such offence -was committed, and also any tool, boat, cattle and 
vehicle and any otlier article used in committing such offence: 

Provided that it shall be open to such Court not to order confiscation of any 
tool, boat, cattle, veliiclc or any other article used in committing such offence 
\\'hen the value of the timber or the forest produce in respect of %\'hich such offence 
■was committed does not exceed fifty' rupees.” 

It may be observed tliat before the Forest Act ■\vas amended by Act (XI of 
tire Magistrate ivas not obliged to direct confiscation of tlic articles, vehicles, cattle, 
tools or boats used for committing a forest offence.” . 

The Trial Magistrate rvas of the view tliat after the amendment of ff-c For^t 
Act by Act (XI of 1963) he had no option and he was bound on conviction of the 
offender in respect of any forest offence to direct confiscation of the vehicle used m 
the commission of such offence. Gour.scl lor tl:c respondent contended that if 
the interpretation put by the Trial Magistrate upon section 43 as amended is con'ect 
the enactment imposes an unreasonable restriction upon the fundamental right of 
the osvner of the vehicle declared by Article 19 (i) (c) of the Constitution, and is 
on that account void Counsel urged that a statute which imposes upon a pci'sop 
who has himself not committed any offence or infraction of the law liability to forfeit 
vis valuable property must be regarded as unreasonable. It was urged that if a 
hehicle is stolen and then used for commission of a forest offence, or is borrowed by 
some person for a legitimate purpose and then used without the consent or know- 
ledge of the owner for committing an offence under the forest Act, or where witlr a 
vierv to involve the ot\'ner of the vehicle into a forest offence, forest produce is sur- 
reptitiousb' introduced into the vehicle, and the vehicle is liable to be forfeited, the 
provision making it obligatory to impose the penalty of forfeiture of the vehicle 
must be deemed to impose on unreasonable restriction on the orvner of the vcliicle 
and is ultra vires on that account. It is not nccessar-j- for the purpose of this c^e 
to Express any' opinion on that part of the case. Assuming that the statute which 
enjoins the Magistrate to confiscate the vehicle used in the commission of tlie forest 
offence, even when it is used ■without the knowledge or consent of the osvncr, is 
valid, in our judgment, sccdon 47 of the Act enables the Court of Session and the 
High Comt to make an appropriate order with regard to the vehicle svhich is just. 
That section provides: 

‘'Any person claiming to be interested in property' seized under section 4 *-* 
may, witliin one month from the date of any order passed under section 43, 44 or 
45 present an appeal therefrom which may be disposed of in the manner provided 
by section 419 Code of Criminal Procedure.” 

The reference to S. 419 is to the Code of Criminal Procedure of 1872 in force 
when the Andhra Pradesh Forest Act (V of 1882) ivas enacted. Section 419 of the 
Code of 1872 is now substituted by section 520 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
1898, and by' section 520 porver is conferred, inter alia upon tjic Court of appeal to 
direct that any'ordcr passed under sections 517, 518 or 519 by' tlic Court subordirate 
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thereto be stayed pending consideration by the Court of Appeal, and that Court 
may modify, alter or annul such order and mate any further order that may be 
just. Section 43 of the Andhra Pradesh Forest Act does not restrict the po^ver of 
the appellate Court to pass any appropriate order as may be just regarding disposal 
01 the property. The Court of Session in the present case has on the finding recorded 
b} the hlagistrate and co’nfirmed by it ptissed an order ^\•hich is essentially a just 
order, and that has been confirmed Ijy the High Court. 


The Legislauire had originally conferred a discretion both upon the Magisb-ate 
and the Couit of Appeal to pass appropriate order -^nth regard to the disposal of 
property used in the commission of the offence as may be just. The Legislature 
has therrafter amended section 43 by Act XI of 1963 and made it obligatory upon 
^I^ghtrate to confiscate the property or the vehicle used in the commission of 
such offence. No such restriction has, however, been placed upon the posver of 
the appellate Court and sve svill not be justified, having regard to the clear expression 
of the legislative intent, that the power is to be limited in tlie manner provided 
by section 43. There is no -warrant for impl\-ing that the poss-er conferred by section 
47 of the Act upon the appellate Court is subject to some unexpressed limitation. 


The High Court -was^ therefore, right inholding that themotor lorry belonging' 
to the respondent, on the finding recorded by the Magistrate, was n’otliable to be 

confccated. 


The appeal therefore fails and is dismissed. 

V.M.K. Appral dismissed^ 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Cml Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Pkesext ; — J. M. Shelat, V. Bhargava and C. A. VAintALiNG.Aii, JJ. 

Agra Electric Supply Co., Ltd. • • App’llani*‘ 

Tiie Labour Court, jMeerut and another . . Respondents. 

Uttar Pradesh Industrial Disputes Rules (1957), Rule 16, sub-rules (i) ar:d(s) — Interpretation 
— Labour Court — Absent e of the parly, having notice of the date of hearing — Court, 
enjoined to proceed zoith the case tinder nth 16 (i) passing order in the absence of the- 
party on merits — Application to be fled for setting aside under nth r6 (2) — Rule 16 (2) 
if applies to an order dismissing the case for default. 

The second respondent, along wtli certain others, had Hed an application on 
31st December, rg6i, claiming identical relief that is claimed in Case No. 217 
of 1965. That application ''vas dismissed as not has-ing been prosecuted, on 
22nd February, 1964. The second application was filed on ist January-, 1965. 

The question that arises for consideration in whether tlie view of the 
Labour Court that the second application filed by the second respondent herein 
is maintainable, is correct. 

Held : — Sub-rule (i) of rule 16 of die U. P. Industrial Disputes Rules, 1957 
refers to a party being absent on the date fixed, or on any odicr date to wliich tiic 
hearing has been adjourned, and such party hating been duly served or hating 
notice of tlic date of hearing. The said sulj-rulc (r) indicates as to what is 
to be done under such circumstances. Rule 12 provides for what the Labour 
Court or Tribunal should do at the first hearing. Ncitlicr the .Act nor die rules 
empower a Tribunal or Labour Court to dismiss an application for default of 
appearance of a part}-. Rule 16 (i) is die only protision protiding for what is 
to be done when a party is absent. That protision, tvhich clearly enjoins the 
Labour Court or Tribunal in the circumstances mentioned therein to proceed 
tridi the case in his absence,” either on die date fixed or on any odi^ date to 
tdiich die hearing may be adjounicd, coupled ttidi the further direction “■ and 


'CA No. 1631 of 1967. 
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pass such order as it may deem fit and proper,” clearly indicates thafthe Tribunal 
or Labour Court should take up tlie case and decide it on merits and not dismiss 
it for default. The necessity for filing an application for setting aside an order 
passed in the case in the absence of a part)', as contemplated under sub-rule (2) 
of rule 1 6 udU only arise ^vhen an order on men ts affecting the case has been passed 
in the absence of a party, under sub-rule (i) of rule 16. An order dismissing a 
case for default or non-prosecution, does not'come under sub-rule (r) of rule 16 
and to such an order sub-rule (2) has no application. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the order dated the nth May, iSSy of the 
Allahabad High Court in Civil Misc. Writ Petition No. ifi^y of 1967. 

S. V. Gupte, Senior Advocate (Z). JV- Mukhetjee, Advocate with liim), for 
Appellant. 

M. K. Ramamurlhi, Mrs. Shayamla Pappn and Vineet Kumar, Advocates, for 
Respondent No. 2. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Vaidialingam, J . — In this appeal, by 'Special Leave, the appellant challenge 
the order of the Allahabad High Court dated nth May, 1967, dismissing Civil 
Miscellaneous "Writ Petition No. 1647 of 1967. 

The facts leading upto the filing of the said unit petition by the appellant under 
Article 226 of the Constitution may be briefly stated. The appellant is an existing 
company under the Companies Act, 1956, and has its registered office at Calcutta. 
The company was and is being managed by Martin Bum Ltd., Secretaries and 
Treasurers. The company carries on the business of generation, distribution and 
supply of electricity ^rithin its licensed area in the city of Agra and its ensirons in 
tlie State of Uttar Pradesh. On a reference made by the Government of Uttar 
Pradesh regarding a dispute that had arisen between the electricity undertakings 
manned by Martin Bum Ltd., of which the appellant was one, and tlieir workmen 
about the demand of the workmen for supply of uniforms, free of charge, tlie Chair- 
man, Martin Electricity Supply Company Adjudication Board made an aivard 
on 20th February, 1947 in and by ivhich certain types of ivorkmen •were directed 
to be supplied iridi uniforms. The said award remained operative till 15th April, 
1950 on which date it was terminated. Though tlie aivard had been terminated, 
the appellant continued practice of supplying uniforms to its workmen. Subse- 
quently, again, a dispute was raised by the employees of the electricity undertakings 
managed by Martin Bum Ltd., regarding the supply of uniforms to some categories 
of workers. The said dispute ivas referred by the Government of Uttar Pradesh, 
by order dated 15th March, 1951, for adjudication to tlie State Industrial Tribunal, 
■Uttar Pradesh, .Allaliabad. The said Industrial Tribunal passed an aivard dated 
2gth November, 1952, holding that the same categories of workmen to ivhom uni- 
forms had to be supplied as per the award dated 20th Februar)’, 1947 were entitled 
to be supplied %\’ith uniforms. Though this asvard remained in operation only for 
a period of one year, the appellant continued to supply uniforms till 1953 after 
■which year the supply of uniforms was discontinued. Nevertlielcss, the appellant 
again resumed supplying uniforms from May, igflr. 

On 31st December, ig6i tiventy-thrce employees of the appellant, including 
the second respondent herein filed a joint petition before tlie Labour Court, Meerut, 
Under section 6-H (2) of the Uttar Pradesh Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (herein- 
after referred to as the Act), claiming that tliey were entitled to recover the money 
equivalent to the cost of uniforms which had not been supplied to tlicm during the 
period 1954 to i960. The said petition was numbered as Case No. i of 1962. 
According to these employees, the employer had failed to supply them uniforms 
which they tvere entitled to get and in consequence of such failure the workmen had 
been put to expense by purchase of clothes to be used ■ivhilc rendering service in 
the company. They claimed that the benefits ■wliich they were entitled to get 
should be computed in terms of money to enable them to recover tlic cost of uniforms 
from the appellant. The appellant filed a ■written statement on 27th January', 1962, 
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disputing the claim of the ■workmen and denying its liability to either supply uniform 
or pay the money value of the same. 

On 22nd February-, 1964, the application filed by the workmen was taken up 
b\ the Labour Court for hearing, but as none appeared on behalf of the ^rorkmen 
who were Ae applicants when the case was called on for hearing, the Labour Court, 
Meerut, d i sm issed the application for non-prosecution. The actual order passed 
by the Labour Court -was as follo%s’5: 

“ Case called on for hearing. No one is present on behalf of the applicant, 
nor any request for adjournment has been received. 

The application is dismissed as not ha'vdng been prosecuted. No order as to 
costs.” 

On or about ist January’’, 1965, seven employees of the appellant, including the 
second respondent herein, filed seven separate applications before the Labour 
Comt, Afeerut, again under section 6-H (2) of the Act. The seven applications 
had been num^rod as Case Nos. 217 to 223 of 1965. The application filed by die 
second respondent ivas Case No. 217 of 1965. The second respondent, in particular 
claimed that he is-as a mains cooly from 13th April, 1950 to 13th September, 1959, 
and that he was entided to be supplied uniform by the appellant. As the uniform 
had not been so supplied, he pleaded that he was entided to recover a sum of Rs. 330 
as cost of the tmiforms which the management should have supplied during these 
years. All the applicants, including the second respondent, had also stated in 
their respective appiicarions that they had moved before, the Labour Court a similar 
application, under section 6-H (2) of the Act, but unfortunately that had been 
dismissed for default on 2rst February', 1964 and hence the fresh applicadons were 
being filed. 

The appellant filed, on or about 7th April, 1965, separate objections denying 
the claim made by the applicants. 'We are not, at this stage, concerned with the 
Various pleas taken either by the employees, in support of their claim, or by the 
appellant, in denial thereof. It is only necessary to state that the appellant pleaded 
that the fresh applications, filed by the workmen, were not maintainable in view 
of the fact that indentical applications, claiming the same reliefs, had been disnmsed 
On 2ist February, 1964 by the Labour Court. If the Avorkmen were aggrieved 
by the said order, the proper remedy that should have been adopted by tliem ■was 
by taking action under rule 16 (2) of the Uttar Pradesh Industrial Disputes Rules, 
^957 (hereinafter referred to as the Rules). Not having adopted the procedure 
indented therein the management pleaded that it was no longer open to the work- 
men to file a second application and the Laboxir Court had no jurisdiction to enter- 
tain the same. 

The Labour Court had, by its order dated 27th August, 1965, consolidated 
all the seven applications. On the basis of the objection raised by the appellant 
to the maintainability of the applications filed, issue No, 5 teas framed in the fbllotv- 
ing terms: — 

“ INTiether the present applications of the workmen under section 6-H (2) 
are not maintainable for the reasons given in para. 5 of the ■xmtten statement of 
the employers ?” 

and this issue v\-as treated as a preliminary issue and arguments heard on the same. 
By order dated loth February, 1967, the Labour Court held tliat the applications 
filed by the seven workmen, including the second respondent were maintainable. 
The Labour Court has c-vpressed the victv tliat the order passed on 21st February, 
1964 was one dismissing the applications, filed by the ss-orkmcn, for default and such 
an order \%-as not contemplated by sub-rulc (i) of rule 16 of die rules, and hence 
the workmen were not bound to take action under sub-rule (2) of rule 16. In 
consequence the Labour Court held that the applications filed by die ivorkmcn 
were competent and directed the applications to be posted for further hearing. 
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Though the order had bem passed in Case No. 217 of 1965, the Labour Court 
directed tliat the finding given on issue No. 5 ^^•ouId govern Cases Nos. qi 8 to 223 
of 19^5 ^0. The appellant challenged tliis finding of the Labour Court before 
the High Court of Allahabad in CiHl Writ No. 1647 of 1967. A Division Bench of 
the High Court, by its order dated iith May, 1967, summarily dismissed the %rat 
petition. 

Mr. Gupte, learned Counsel for tlie appellant and Mr. Ramamurthy, learned 
Counsel for the second respondent, urged the same contentions that were urged 
on behalf of their clients before the Labour Court. Therefore the question that 
arises for consideration is whedier the view of the Labour Court that the second 
application filed by the second respondent herein is maintainable, is correct. 

Section 6-H of tire Act deals uitlt-recoverj^ of money due from an employer. 
Section 6-H more or less corresponds to section 33-C of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. Sub-section (2) of. section 6-H, with ichich we are concerned, is as 
follows: 

‘•(2) IVhere any ^vorkman is entitled to receive from the employer any benefit 
tvhich is capable of being computed in terms of money, the amount at which 
such benefit should be computed may, subject to any rules that may be made 
under this Act, be determined by such Labour Court as may be specified in this 
behalf by the State Government, and the amount so determined may be recovered 
as provided for in sub-section (1).” 

As we have already mentioned the second respondent, along with certain others, 
had filed an application on 31st December, 1961 claiming identical relief that is 
now claimed in Case No. 2 17 of 1965. That application was dismissed as not having 
been prosecuted on 22nd February, 1964. The second application was filed on 
1st Januarv', 1965. 

We shall now refer to the relev'ant rules. Rule 9 empowers a Tribunal or 
Labour Court to accept, admit or call for evidence at any stage of the proceedings 
before it and in such manner as it may think fit. Rule 10 relates to the issue of 
summons for production of any books, papers or other documents as the Labour 
Court, Tribunal or Arbitrator focls necessary for the purpose ofinvestigation or adju- 
dication. Rule 12 relates to procedure at the first hearing. It states that at the 
first sitting of a Labour Court or Tribunal, the Presiding Officer shall call upon the 
parties in such order as he may tlu'nk fit to state their case. Rule 16 provides for 
the Labour Court or Tribunal or Arbitrator proceeding ex parte, as foUosvs : 

“ (1) If, on the date fixed or on any other date to wliich hearing may be 
adjourned, any party to the proceedings before the Labour Court or Tribunal or an 
Arbitrator is absent, though duly served with summons or having the notice of the 
date of hearing, the Labour Court or Tribvmal or the Arbitrator, as the case may 
be, may proceed with the case in his absence and pass such order as it may deem 
fit and proper. 

(2) The Laboiu" Court, Tribunal or an Arbitrator may set aside the order 
passed against the party in his absence if within ten da}3 of such order, the party 
applies in vwiting for setting aside such order and shows sufficient cause for his 
absence. The Labour Court, Tribunal or an Arbitrator may require the party 
to file an affidavit, stating tire came of his absence. As many copies of the appli- 
cation and affidavit, if any, shall be filed by the party concerned as there arc 
persons on the opposite side. Notice of the application shall be given to the 
opposite parties before setting aside the order.” 

Sub-rule (i) deals v\Ith tire absence of a party on tlic date fixed, of any other date to 
which tlie hearing may be adjourned, tliough he lias Ijcen served with summons 01 he 
has notice of the date of hearing. Undei tliosc circumstances it provides tluat the 
Labour Court, Tribunal or Arbitrator, as the case may be “ may proceed with the 
case in his absence and pass such order as it may deem fit and proper.” It is to the 
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setting aside of such an order tb.at may have been passed under sub-r^e (i), dxat the 
procedure is indicated in sub-rule (2}. Accor^.g to hfr. Gupte, learcea Cour^el 
the appeUant. the order passed on 22nd February, 1964, by the Labour Court is 
one cont^plated by sub-rule (i) of rule 16, in winch case the proxiaons of sub-^e 
(2] are attmcted and the second respondent, if he felt apneved by that order, 
should have filed an application under sub-rule (2), unthin time, to set aside that 


order. 

We are not inclined to accept this contention of Mr. Gupte. As pointed out 
earlier bv us. the order passed on 22nd February, 1964, is one dismissing the appfica- 
hon as rot ha^fing been prosecuted, for default of appearance of the second respon- 
dent. ’We %vill presently show that the order of 22nd Februa^-, 1964 caimot be 
considered to be one contemplated to have been passed under sub-ru e (r) of riile 
16. Sub-rule (1} refers to a part%' being absent on th^e date fixed or on ^ly o&er 
date to v/hich the hearing has been adjourned, ^d such party- haying b^i duly 
ser^-ed or ha^dng notice of the date of hearing. The said sub-rule (i) indicate as 
to what is to be done under such circumstances. \Ve have referred to rule 12 which 
pro^-ides for ivhat the Labour Court or Tribinial should do at &e first heaiing. 
Neither- the Act nor the rules empower a Tribunal or Labour Court to dismiss an 
appheation for default of appearance of a party-. _ Rule 16 (i) is the only prov-mon 
pro\'idin^ for what is to be done when a part>' is absent- Tnat provision, which 
clearlv enjoins the Labour Court or Tribunal in the circumstances mentioned therein 
» to proceed ivith the case in his absence ”, either on the date fixed or on any other 
date to ivhich the hearing may be adjourned, coupled uath the fiirther direction 
“ and pass such order as it may deem fit and proper , cl^rly indicate that the 
Tribunal or Labour Court should take up the case and decide it on inents and not 
dhnuss it for default. Without attempting to be exhaustive, we shaU just give an 
example. Where a workman, after leading some e^dence in support of his claim, 

absents himself on the next adjourned date Mth the result that he does not lead 

fhrther eridence. the Tribunal is bound to proceed ^v•lth the c^e on mch e\Tdence 
as has been placed before it. It cannot dismiss the appheation on the ground of 
defhult of anpearance of the workman. This \v-ill be aninstance of “proceeding Mth 
the case in the absence of a party- ” and giving a decision on merits. If such an order 
is passed bv the Trib-anal in the absence of one or other of the parties before it, a right 
is given to such party to apply', under sub-rule (2} for setting aside the order that has 
been passed in absence in tfie case in terms of sub-rule (i). The application must 

be filed vdthin the period mentioned in sub-rale (2) and tlie party- will have also to 
satisfy- the Tribunal or Labour Court that he had sufficient cause for his absence. 
The necessiti' for filing an application for setting aside an order passed in the case in 
the absence of a party-, as contemplated under sub-rule (2) of rule 16 will only arise 
when an order on merits affecting the case has been passed in the absence of a party, 
under sub-rule (i) of rule 16. An order dismissing a case for default or non-prosecu- 
tion. does not come under sub-rule (i) of rule 16 and to such an order sub-rule (2) 
has no application. 


We h ave already- indicated that the order passed on 22nd February-, 1964 by 
the Labo-ar Court carmot Ix; considered to be an order contemplated under sub-rule 
(i) of rule 16. If that is so, the second respondent was not bound to file an applica- 
tion widiin the time mentioned in sub-rule (2) for setting aside the order dated 
22nd February, 1964. Therefore the fact that a prerious application, filed by- the 
second respondent, x\-as dismissed for non-prosecution on 22nd February-, 1960. is no 
bar under rule 16 (2) to the filing of the present application. Case No. 217 of 1965. 
It follows that the objections raised by- the appellant to the maintainability of the 
application filed by tlie second respondent have been rightly- rejected by- the Labour 
Court and the High Court. 


Tiic appeal fails and is dismissed. The appellant will pay- the costs of the second 
respondent. 


V.M.K:- 


Appeal dismissed. 
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THE SUPREME COUR.T OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S.M. Sikri and K.S, Hegde, JJ. 

B, C. Mohindra . . Appellant* 

V. 

The Municipal Board, Saharanpur . . Respondent. 

U.P. Municipalities Act (JJ of 1916), section 97 — Scope — Contract on behalf of the 

Municipal Board to be in writing and to be signed by the President and by the Executive 

Officer — List of bids duly signed and resolution sanctioning the auction sale, if in com- 
pliance with section 97. 

Section 97 of the U.P. Municipalities Act, 1916, inter alia -provided that (z) ever}’- 
contract made by or on behalf of a Board whereof the Value of the amount exceed 
Rs. 250 shall be in ^mting and (it) “ every such contract shall be signed by the 

President or Vice-President and by the Executive Officer or a Secretar}-, or 

In the public auction the theha, the defendant made the bid of Rs. 53,025 ^vhich 
^vas accepted. The list of bids at the auction sale-held is signed by the defendant, 
the Chairman and the Executive Officer. This auction ^vas held before the Board 
and a resolution sanctioning auction to the highest bidder. After the entire 
proceedings ^sere over, it was duly signed in the original proceedings book by the 
Executive Officer of the Municip^ Board and Chairman. It is not necessar}' for 
the purpose of comphing -nith section 97 of the Act that the contract should be 
contained in one document signed by both the parties. 

Appeal by Special Leave from Judgment and the Decree dated the 15th March 
1965 of the Allahabad High Court in First Appeal No. 268 of 1953. 

C.B. Agarwala, Senior Advocate, (JC.P. Gupta, Advocate, with him), for Appellant. 

R.K. Garg, D.K. Agrawal and M.V. Goswami, Advocates, for Respondent. - 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Sikri, J. — ^Tliis is an appeal by Special Leave, and while granting it this Court, 
confined it only to the point arising under section 97 of tlic U.P. Municipalities Act 
1916 — thereinafter referred to as the Act. 

The facts relevant to the point are as follows: The Municipal Board, Saharanpur 
respondent before us and hereinafter referred to as the plaintiff — brought a suit for 
the recovery of Rs. 12,044-0-9 and future interest upto date of realisation from B.C. 
Mohindra, appellant before us and hereinafter referred to as the defendant. In brief 
the case of the plaintiff was that there was an auction on 29th March, 1950, of the 
theha for collecting tahbazari dues of the mandi in Maizahir Gang alias Ganj Jadid 
Saharanpur, for one year from ist April, 1950 to 31st March, 1951, subject to the 
conditions of sale entered in the amended sale proclamation. The defendant bid 
Rs, 40,000 subject to tlie confirmation by the Board. The Board did not confirm 
the auction sale, and on 8th April, 1950, the tahbazari ^vas rc-auctioned. The defen- 
dant bid Rs. 53,025. At the time of the auction sale a meeting of the Board was 
also held in which tlie auction aforesaid was confirmed under Resolution No. 26 
dated 8th April, 1950, in the presence of the defendant, and only the condition relat- 
ing to the payment of auction money was amended to provide for payment in four 
instalments. The defendant had to deposit i/4th of the bid on 8t}i April, 1950. 
He failed to deposit this instalment on 8th April, 1950, but on loth April, 1950, he 
deposited the instalment and took charge of the mandi aforesaid and began to collect 
tahbazari dues. The defendant -was asked to execute and complete an agreement 
in favour of the plaintiff according to the conditions and the rules but he continued to 
put off the matter. As the defendant failed to deposit the amount of the second 
instalment and execute the agreement, the plaintiff cancelled the theka of die defen- 
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daiit and began collectiag tahbazari dues through its own staff and re-auctioned 
the theka on 3rd July, 1950. After taking into account the money received from- 
the re-aucdon on 3rd July, 1950, and the money* deposited by the defendant, 
according to the plaintiff there rv*as a shortage of Rs. 12,044-0-9. 

The defendant did not dispute the fact that an auction svas held and that he 
made the last bid of Rs. 53,025 which was accepted. He also admitted that he had 
deposited Rs. 13,256-4-0. But he alleged that the plaintiff had committed various 
breaches of the contract in contravention of the rules, contract and the bye-law's as- 
the result of which the defendant suffered a loss of Rs. 9,685. 

The Trial Court framed various issues arising out of the pleadings but no- 
issue was raised regarding non-compliance with section 97 of the Act. It appears 
that an argument was raised before the Trial Court regarding section 97. The Trial 
Court observed : 

" On the basis of this decision (A.W.R- 1951 page 560), it was urged on behalf oT 
the defendant that it was necessary in the present case that a written contract 
should have been obtained by tlie plaintiff under section 97 of the Municipalities 

Act In a public auction, the various bidders give their bids 

which may be called offers and the moment the auctioneer knocks the hammer 
down at a particular bid, that bid is to be taken as accepted between the parties. 
It is the knock of the harnmer ^vhich concha des the contract. The list of bidders is 
the only e^ddence of the contract showing that out of various offers, the highest 
bid was accepted. In this particular case, the list of bidders bears the signatiure- 
of the defendant and of the Chairman of the plaintiff Board, thus reducing the 
contract into ^mting \'ide Exhibit 17. 

The contract in this case is therefore, a written contract evidence from paper 
Exhibit 17 According to the provision of section 97 of the Munici- 

palities Act, such a contract should have been only in writing and this condition 
was fulfilled by drawing up the list of bidders and obtaining the signature of the 
highest bidder in whose favour the auction was concluded on such a list.” 

The Trial Court decreed the suit. 

The defendant appealed to the High Court, and the High Court (Snh'astava 
and Jagadish Sahai, JJ.) by its order dated 561 October, 1961, remanded the case 
on two issues ; 

(1) ‘SNTiethcr the agreement relied upon by the plaintiff ^vas in accordance 
with sections 96 and 97 of the U.P. Municipalities -A,ct of 1916? If not, ^vhat is the 
effect? 

(2) ^Vhetller section 65 of the Indian Contract Act applied ? If so, what 
compensation, if any, could be recovered by the plaintiff from the defendant on 
account of any advantage the latter may have received under the agreement ? 

INTiilc passing the order of remand the High Court obscr^'ed : 

“ WTiile hearing arguments in this appeal we discovered that a very important, 
point was apparently missed both by the parties and by the learned Civ'il Judge. 
\Vc feel that the case cannot be properly decided without having findings of the 
learned Civil Judge on that point. The point involves two questions.” 

■\Ve arc in agreement with tlic contention of the learned Counsel for the plaintiff that 
tlicrc \\'as no justification in remanding the case. The Trial Court had dealt with 
tlic question of section 97 of the Act and this apparently escaped the notice of the 
High Court. 

Be that as it may, the Trial Court, in a very careful and reasoned order, 
dated 24th .A.ugust, 1962, held that on the facts sections 96 and 97 ofthc Act had 
been fully complied ^\ith. 
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The High Court (Jagdish Sahai and Broom, JJ.) came to the conclusion that 
-■section 97 of tlie Act did not apply to the facts of the case. The High Court observed, 

“ The suit, therefore, is one for the failure to execute the contract deed and 
to pay the amounts -vvhich have become due from him by way of damages. Section 
97 of the Act deals -^vith contracts which have been executed. It is for this 
reason that we have come to the conclusion that the provisions of section 97 of the 
Act are not attracted to the present case.” 

Section 97 of the Act reads as follow : 

“ Execution of Contracts (1) Every contract made by or on behalf of a Board 
where of the valueof the amount exceeds Rs. 250 shall be in svriting ; Provided 
that unless the Contract has been duly executed in ^v^iting, no work including 
collection of materials in connection with the said contract shall be conunenced 
or undertaken. 

(2) Ever>' such contract shall be signed 

(а) by the President or a Vice-President and by the Executive Officer or a 
Secretary’, or 

(б) by any person or persons empowered under sub-section (2) or (3) of 
the previous section to sanction the contract if further and in like manner 
empowered in this behalf by tire Board.” 

It seems to us tliat on the facts of the case it is clearly proved that there was a 
•contract in writing within tire meaning of proviso to section 97 (i) and the provisions 
of sub-section (2). We agree v\ith the conclusion of the Triffi Court in this respect. 
The list of bids. Exhibit 17, at the auction sale held on 8th April, 1950, is signed by 
the defendant the Chairman and the Executive Officer. This auction was held 
before the Board and Resolution No. 26 dated 8th April, 1950, was passed on that 
■day, which reads as follows ; 

“Auction of the tahhazan contract of Mandi Mazahar Gunj for the year 
1950-51 (Boards Reso. No. 431 dated 30th March, 1950). 

“ Auction held before the Board. Terms of auction were announced. During 
the auction, at the request of the bidders, tlic Board unanimously, passed the 
following amendment in the terms of auction : — 

“ One fourth of the auction money will be deposited at the fall of hammer and 
-the remaining amount in tliree equal instalments at the interval of two montlis 
■each i.e., 

ist instalment today 8-4-50. 

2nd instalment on 8-6-50 

3rd instalment on 8-8-50 

4 th instalment on 8-10-50” 

“ Auction sanctioned to the highest bidder Shri B.C. Mohindra for Rs. 53,025 
with effect from gth April, 1950 to 31st March, 1951. Chairman Finance Com- 
mittee to please deliver the possession and to decide the disputes, if any.” 

The original proceedings book was produced before tlie Trial Court and it was 
proved by Ram Swamp, clerk. He proved that after the entire proceedings were 
■over, it was signed before him by ^ladho Prashad, Executive Officer of the 
Municipal Board, and Shri Jamshed Ali Khan, the Chairman. 

In our opinon the list of bids and the Resolution No. 26 dated 8th April, 1950, 
Exhibit 18, constituted a contract in writing within the meaning of section 97 
■of the Act. It was held by titis Court in Union of India v. RalUa Ram^, that for the 
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purposes of section 175 (3) of the Government of India Act, 1935, a valid contract 
■could be spelt out of correspondence. It seems to us that similarly it is not necessary 
for the purpose of complying \vith section 97 of the Act that the contract should 
be contained in one document signed by both the parties. 

In \iew of our conclusion it is not necessary to consider what would haye been 
the rights of the plaintiff if there had been no such contract in writing. 

In the result the appeal fails and is dismissed with costs. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Gi'vil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S.M. Sikri and R.S. Hegde, JJ. 

Durga Prasad • • Appellor^*' 

r. 

The Ciuef Controller of Imports and Exports and others . . Respondents. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 226 — Scope — Relief under — Discretionary — Petitioner 

to exhaust the remedies provided by lam with utmost expedition — Delay — Unsatisfactory 

explanation — Efect. 

It is well-settled that the relief under Article 226 is discretionary, and one ground 
for refusing relief under Article 226 is that the petitioner has filed the petition after 
delay for which there is no satisfactory explanation. The appellant in this case 
had claimed a mandamus or a direction to the respondents to issue to the appellant 
import licence for art silk yam of the value of Rs. 8,03,530-45. It is well-known 
that the exchange position of this country and the policy of the Government 
regarding International Trade varies from year to year and it ■vvould be rather odd 
for the Court to direct that an import licence be granted in the year 1968 in 
respect of alleged default committed by the Government in 1959 1962. In these 

matters it is essential that persons who are aggrieved by orders of the Government 
should approach the High Court after exhausting the remedies provided by the 
law, rule or order with utmost expedition. 

Appeal from the Order dated the 26th August, 1964 of the Punjab High Court 
in Civil Writ No. 498-D of 1964. 

M.C. Chaglc, Senior Advocate, {Sardar Bahadur, Ajit Prasad Jain, Vishnu B. Saharya, 
and Aliss Tougindra Kcushalani, Advocates, with him), for Appellant. 

Dr. V. A. Sryid Muhammad, Senior Advocate {S. P. Nayar, Advocate, svith him), 
for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Sikri, j. — -The appellant, Durga Prasad, filed a petition under Article 226 of 
-the Constitution against the r^ondents; The High Court of Punjab, Circuit 
Bench, Delhi, dismissed the petition in limine. Thereupon the appellant applied for a 
certificate under Article 133 (i) (a) of the Constitution. The High Court gave this 
•certificate on the ground that the value of the subject-matter directly involved in the 
petidon exceeds Rs. 20,000. 

In otir opinion this appeal must fail on the ground that the petinon under Article 
oaS'of the Consdtudon ^^■as filed after great delay. The relevant facts arc as under. 
Th^appcUxmt tvas carrying on business of export and import, and exported goods 
of the value of Rs. 8,10,325, F.O.B. ^•aluc Rs. 8,03,530-45, during the period 25th 
August, 1958 to 29th September, 1958. On 12th November, 1958, the appellant 
npplied for an import licence for art silk yam of the F.OJB. value of Rs. 8,03.530-4.5 
under the Export Promodon Scheme. The Export Promodon Scheme w'as dTs- 
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continued %vith effect from 6th March, 1959. On 9th October, 1959, import licence 
of the value of Rs. 3,27,841 only ^s'as issued to Ae appellant by Ae Joint Chief 
Controller of Imports and Exports, Bombay. His appeal against this order was 
rejected by the Joint Chief Controller on 4th. March, i960. It is alleged by the 
appellant that he -^vas not given a hearing. The appellant filed a second appeal to 
the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, and fiiis was dismissed on 22nd April, 
ig6i. Here again it is alleged that no hearing was given to the appellant. He 
filed a representation against the order dated 22nd Ap^, 1961, and on that repre- 
sentation a supplementary import licence for import of art silk yam of the value of 
Rs. 30,000 w'as issued to the appellant. This eichausted all the remedies he had 
under para, 85 of the order relating to the Export Promotion Scheme, but he instead 
of filing a rmt chose to wait. The appellant apparently approached the Minister 
of International Trade by letter dated 6th April, 1564 — ^this is the letter referred to 
in the letter of the Private Secretar>' to the Minister of International Trade — and 
the Private Secretary, vide his letter dated 16th April, 1964, wrote to ium sa'^dng that 
his letter had been passed on to the Chief Controller of Lnports and Exports, New 
Delhi, and if so desired the appellant may see him in the matter. Apparently the 
Chief Controller invited him and on 22nd June, 1964, he was informed diat no fur- 
ther licence would be issued to him. On 24th August, 1964, the appellant filed the 
petition above-mentioned in the High Court. No explanation has b^n given in the 
petition for the delay in filing the petition and it has not been explained what the 
appellant w'as doing beUveen 5th March, 1962, -^s-hen the supplementary licence ^vas- 
issued, and 6th April, 1964. 

It is well-settled that the relief under Article 226 is discretionary', and one ground 
for refusing relief under Article 226 is that the petitioner has filed the petition after 
delay for which there is no satisfactory explanation. 

Gajendragadkar, C.J., speaking for the Constitution Bench, in Smt. Jiaravani 
Debt Khaitan v. The -State of observed : 

It is well-settled that under Article 226, the power of the High Court to issue 
an appropriate vsTit is discretionary. There can be no doubt that if a. citizen 
moves the High Court under Article 226 and contends that his fundamental rights 
have been contravened by' any' efcecutiv'c action, the High Court ■would naturally 
like to give relief to him; but even in such a case, if the petitioner has been guilty 
of laches, and there are other relevant circumstances svhich indicate that it ■would 
be in appropriate for the High Court to exercise its high prerogative jurisdiction, 
infavourof the petitioner, ends of justice may require that the High Court should 
refuse to issue a svrit. There can be little doubt that if it is shorvn that a party 
mo^ving the High Court under Article 226 for a ■writ is, in substance, claiming a. 
relief ■which under the la'w of limitation was barred at the time when the ■imt 
petition was filed, the High Court w'ould refuse to grant any relief in its -^vrit juris- 
diction. No hard and fast rule can be laid do^^vn'as to when the High Court 
should refuse to exercise its jurisdiction in favour of a party ■who moves it after 
considerable delay' and is othertslse guilty of laches. That is a matter which must 
be left to the discretion of the High Comrt and like all matters left to the discretion 
of the Court, in this matter too discretion must be exercised judiciously' and reason- 
ably.” 

Relying on the judgment of thb Court in Maharasblra State Road Transport 
Corporation v. Shri Balwant Regular Motor Service, Amravati-, the learned Counsel for 
the appellant contends that the delay should not debar him from seeking relicr 
because the respondents have not suffered in any manner because of the delay- 
In this case Ramastrami, J., speaking for die Court, referred to an earfier decision 
in Moon Mills v. Industrial Courts In that case Ramaswami, J., speaking for die 
Court, observ'cd : 

1. C. A. No. 140 of 1964 ; Judgment dated 3. (1968) 1 S.CJ. 364 : A-I.R. 1969 S.C- 

22nd September, 1964. ~ ' 1450, 53, 54. 

2. (1969) I S.CJ. 805. (Since reported) 
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« Tt is true that the issue of a ^vTit of certiorari is largely a matter of sound discre- 
tion ' It^also true that the ^mt tviU not be granted if there is such negligence or 
tiie nartof the applicant to assert his right as, tahen in conjuncUon mth 
of SJ?circumsta„c=. ca»J prejudice to adverse party 

The Principle™ o a great eittent. though net identical tvtth, sunrlar to the .serene 
of discretion in the Court of Chanceiy. 

«c On behalf of the respondent Mr. B. Sen, however, pointed out that the 
On ^Pau oi u ^ entitle it to the grant of a ^\•^t, because it has been 

duct of*eapp^t tenet enntte^ri Uiat the atvard ef Mr. Bhat 

gudty efacq^^ loag'^but an apffcauen to the High Court for grant of a 

oS Novtlote .959- ’'f do “r 

^V ^e^ diis Dumont, because the second respondent had made an apphea- 
substance in tP^ argum n , Labour Court for enforcement of the award 

tion, dated 19th Sat ap^itiop by a Written Statement, dated 

and the appeUan Labour Court allowed the application on 4th August, 

i5thSeptember, 1938. The J^Pour^^^ Industrial Court on 31st 

1959 and the ^j^n S the IndustriS Court was given on 24tli October, 

^?SdSmVZe ipeal teas dismissed the appellant moved the High Court for 
^Stofa^vrit on i6th November, 1959 - 


ant OI a wit uit - — 

11 f in tVlis case had claimed a mandamus or a direction to the r<spon- 
The appellant m ^ ^ ^ licence for art silk yarn of the value of 

dents to issue to the . Pf „ ^at the exchange position of this country and 

Rs. 8,03,530.45- p^.Lnm^rcgarding International Trade varies from year to 
the.pohcy of thS Court to direct that an import hcencebe 

year and it would ..QfaUeeed default committed by the Government 

granted in f U fr Sential that persons who are aggrieved by 

“"^959 approach the High Court after exhausting the 

“rSetepr^sn^d by lasv. rule or order Md.nte.»p^^ . , , r , 

ThelearnedCWdlhr^fH'^^^^^^ 

menU!righutethB &^Jte/.“ 4 "^^„„„<,, Ardele gs but under 

delay. ®oSeSSd by Gajendragadkar, C.J., in the passage ectract^ 

C«n ”*e ct;?of alleged b, 4 eh offundamental righu the matter must be 

S-t to Srdiscretion of the High Court. 

lelt to m Parties svith bear their own costs. 


In the result the appeal fails. 

V.M.^ 


Appeal dismissed^ 


the SUPREME COURT- OF INDIA. 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

T n ‘^wAH V. Ramaswami And A. N. Grover, JJ. 

Present:-J. C. S^H, V. Appellants* 

IL Brahma Suraiah and another 


V. 


. . ResporJent 

Laxminara^-ana . Boards Act IK of 1959), section 220 and tke 

Mysore Village p^rrr and Duties Rules (1961). ^fo—Iuterpretation 

^ MytareVanchayalSecrelan F ^ ^^^j^^^^j-fj.^p^„^f,ayal—Pnvatecompla:nl, if 

Contravention oj seciion j 

could be entertained. ^ largely interested in taking action 

It would be the raployces for tlic contravention of section 200 of 

against any of its mem — ■ ' - . - 


t Crl.A. >''o- 1^3 ’9^- 


26th Xo-,-cmber, 1968. 
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the Mysore "Village Panchayats and Local Boards Act, 1050. The scheme of the 
Act also supports the wwthat it is the Secretary of the Panchayat and no one else 
who could file a complaint under rule 16 of the Mysore Panchayat Secretaries, 
Powers and Duties Rules, 1961. ^ 


Appeal by Spei^ :^ve from Ae Judgment and Order, dated the 30th March, 
3966 of the Mysore High Court m Cmmnal Revision Petition No. 384 of 1965. 

JL B. Dalar, Advocate, for Appellants. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 


J.— ^s is an appe^ by Sp^ Leave from a judgment of the Mysore 
High Court in w^ch the only point involved is whether a private complaint could be 
-entertained for the commission of an offence under section 220 of the Mysore Village 
Panchayats and LocalBoards Act, 1959, hereinafter called the “Act”. The appd- 
lants who were the Vic^Chairman and the Chairman of the Keladi village panch^-at 
were convicted under the ^oresaid section and sentenced to pay a fine of Rs. 50 and 
Rs. 40 and in default to undergo 7 days and 5 days’ simple imprisonment respectively. 

A private compimnt was filed against the appellants alleging that they gave 
Ijids at an auction held at the village panchayat and appellant jt purchased a 
radio belonging to the panchayat for Rs.35. Appellant No. 2 also bid at the same 
auction for the radio. According to section 220 of the Act no member or an employee 
ofa panchayat shall directly or indirectly bid for or acquire interest in any mova- 
ble or immovable property sold at such sale in connection therewith. If any 
person contravenes this provision he is to be punished, on conviction, a-ith a fine 
which may extend toRs. 500. Under rule 16 of the Mysore Panchayat Secretaries’ 
Powers and Duties Rules, 1961 promulgated under the pro\'isions of the Act only the 
Secretary of the Panchayat has the power to file a complaint on behalf of the Pan- 
ehayat. The High Court was of the view that this rule did not preclude persons 
other than the Secretary' from filing a complaint but it only debarred com^nts’ 
being made by other on behalf of the Panchaj-at. Now Rule 16 may be reproduced: 

“ The Secretary shaU have power to file complaints and suits on behalf of the 
Panchaj'at and to conduct the proceedings on its behalf under the orders of the 
Panchayat.” 


In K. M. Kanad v. The Slate ofMysore'^, thp appellant Kanavi, -svho ivas the president 
of Municipal Borough of Gadag Betgeri had been removed from Presidentship. 
“He refiised to hand over the charge of all the papers and property which were m 
his possession relating to the Borough to the new President in spite of an order 
made by the Government under section 23-A of the Bombay Municipal Boroughs 
Act, 1925, hereinafter called the “ Bombay Act” to that effect. Pursuant to orders 
made by the Divisional Commissioner and the Deputy Commissioner the neiv Presi- 
dent fil^ a complaint against Kanavi for an offence punishable under section 22-4. 
(3) of the Bombay Act. The appellant was convicted and sentenced to pav a 
fine of Rs. 50. A question arose whether the complaint filed by the nerv Pr^idcnt 
was competent as it was not filed in accordance irith the procedure laid down in 
that Act. Section 200 of the Bombay Act prorided that the Standing Committee 
mid subject to the provisions of sub-section (3) the Chief Officer may order proceed- 
ings to be taken for the recovery' of any penalties and for the punishment of any 
persons offendmg against the provisions of the aforesaid Act. This Court was of 
the opinion that the complaint which had been filed by the neiv President was 
for initiating the proceedings for the pumshment of Kanavi ivho had offended 
.against the provhions of sub-section (2) of section 23-A and as the new President 
was not the Chief Officer and he had not filed the complaint under any direction 
made by the Standing Committee the complaint could not be entertained. In 
that case also the High Court had taken the view that section 200 (r) was only an 
•enabling section which gave the power to the Standing Committee and the Chief 


I. Crl. A. Xo. 145 of 1955, dated i8th April, 1968. 
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Office to make a direction Tor taking of procecdihgs and it could not be held to 
. exhaustive of the authorities who could make directions for initiation of procced- 

A Court had taken notice of the fact that there %vas no provision in 

fh^ Act forbidding cognizance of offences being taken except on a complaint made- 
under a direction of the Standing Committee or the Chief Officer. This is what 
was observed by this Court: — 

“ We are unable to accept the interpretation put by the High Court on section 
200 (i) of the Act. It is true that there is no specific provision in the Act laying" 
down that cognizance of an offence under the Act is not to be taken except on a. 
complaint filed in accordance ivith a direction made under section 200 (i), but 
the scheme of the Act and the purpose of this provision in section 200 (r) makes it 
clear that the L^islature intended that suchproceedingsshould only be instituted 
m the manner laid doivn in that sub-section. The word “ may ” was used only 
because the Legislature could not have enacted a mandatory provision requiring 
the Standing Committee or the Chief Officer to make a direction for institution 
of proceedings in all cases. This word was intended to giv'e a discretion to the 
Standing Co mmi ttee or the Chief Officer to make directions for taking proceed- 
mgs only when they considered it appropriate that such a direction should be 
made and to avoid compelling the Standing Committee or the Chief Officer to 
make such directions in all cases. The use of this word “ may ” cannot be inter- 
preted ^ laying down that, if a proceeding for punishment of any person for con- 
riavention of any of the provisions of the Act is to be instituted, it can be instituted 
In any manner ivithout complying irith the requirements of section 200 (i) of 
ffie Act. If the interpretation put by the High Court on this provision is accepted. 
It would mean that this proiision was totally urmecessary, because there would be 
no need to confer poiver on the Standing Committee or the Chief Officer to 
make such directions if such directions could be made or proceedings instituted 
at the instance of any private individual. We cannot accept the submission 
that this provision ^vas made in the Act simply by way of abundant caution. In 
fact, if the prorision had been made uith such an object in riew, there is no reason 
why the power should have been expressed to be confened on ffie Standing Com- 
mittee and the Chief Officer only and not on the President of the Municipality.. 
'SVe, consequently, hold that, if any proceeding for piuiishment of any person for 
contravention of any of the provisions of tlie Act is to be instituted, it must be 
instituted in the manner laid doisTi in section 200 (i) oftheAct and in that maimer 
only.” 

It may be mentioned that the expression of the above opinion was based on a consi- 
deration of the prerious decisions of this Court. Following the ratio of the above 
decision it would be legitimate to hold that the complaint, in the present case, could 
be filed under Rule 16 only by the Seerctarv- of the Pancha^nt and by no one clsc.- 
It may be pointed out that in the Act section 213 (3) is analogous to section 23-.A. (3) 
of the Bombay Act. On a parity of reasoning it could not be suggested that if them 
had been any' contravention of section 213 (3) any voter or m^ber of die public 
could have filed a complaint in the matter. The other provisions also of the Act 
which follosv, namely, sections 214 to 219 indicate that it svas never contemplated 
that a complaint for infringement or contravention of the prohibition contained 
therein could be lodged before a magistrate haring jurisdiction under section 233- 
by any private individual in the presence of a specific rule that the Sccretaiy shall 
have the poiver to file a complaint on behalf of the Panchayat. Most of these 
sections hr., sections 217 and 218 postulate infractions of orders of the Panchayat 
for which the Panchasut alone would be interested in filing a complaint. arc 
satisfied that the scheme of the Act also supports the view which we arc t^ng that 
a complaint could be filed only under rule 16 of Mysore Panchayat 
Secretaries’ Powers and Duties Rules, 1961 and could not have been filed by a. 
private complmnant. 

The Hinh CJourt seems to have relied on section 236 of the Act which deals 
uith pou'crs''of police officers. This section provides that any police officer may* 
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arrest any person committing in liis presence any offence agmnst any of the provisions 
of the Act or of any rule, regulation or bye-law made thereunder. The person 
arrested has to be produced before the nearest magistrate svithin a period of 24 
hours of arrest. The police officer effecting the arrest must g^ve immediate informa- 
tion to 'the Chairman or the Secretary of the Panchayat of the commission of such 
offence and give all assistance in the exercise of his lawful authority. The Hi^ 
Court was of the view that under the provision of this section the police officer could 
submit a charge-sheet under section 173 of the Criminal Procedure Code after 
necessary investigation for offences committeed under the Act. Chapter II of 
the Act relates to establishment and constitution of Panchayats. There are certain 
sections in it ivhich by express words make offences committed under them cogni- 
zable but in the same Chapter there are other sections which do not contain any such 
provision; for instance, sections 15, 17, 21 and 22 expressly provide that the ofences 
committed under them would be cognizable but sections 16, 18, 19 and 20 do not 
contain any such provision. In .other words the offences committed under them 
must be deemed to be not cognizable. Section 23 in the same Chapter says that 
no Court shall take cogiuzance of an offence punishable under section 16 or section 17 
■or under section 19 (q) (a) unless there is a complaint made by an order of or under 
authority from the Deputy Commissioner. The High Comt was, therefore, _ not 
right in saying that all offences committed under the v'arious provisions contained 
in the Act would be cognizable oiving to the general powers conferred on police 
officers by section 236. Indeed that section gives only a limited power to the pKjlice 
officer to effect arrest if an offence is committed in his presence. There is authority 
for the vdeiv that this will make an offence cognizable within the meaning of section 
4 if) of the Criminal Procedure Code; vide Public Prossculor v. A. V. Rcamah^^ 
In ffie absence of any express provision in section 220 with which we are concerned 
we doubt whether the offence committed under it vrould be cognizable and 
a police officer could carry on investigation in r^ect of it under ChaptCT XTV 
of the C rimi nal Procedure Code and filially submit a charge-sheet under section 1 73 
of that Code. 

In may also be pointed out that in the present case we are not concerned with 
the powers which a police officer can exercise in respect of an offence committed 
under section 220 of the Act, What has to be seen is whether a private person or 
an individual could file a complaint. In the presence of rule 16 and for the reasons 
given in K. M. Kanavi v. Slat; of Mysore^, we are of the opinion that it was the Secre- 
tary of the Panchayat who alone was competent to file the complaint. It must be 
remembered that it would be the panchayat that would be largely interested in 
taking action against any of its members and employees for the contravention of 
section 220. The Secretary would, therefore, be entitled to file a complaint on 
behalf of the panchayat. The difficulty felt by the High Court that a Secretary 
who is subordinate to the Chairman may find it embarrassing to file a complaint 
against him can hardly be accepted as serious hurdle in the way of coming to the 
conclusion at which we have arrived. The Secretary has to act on behalf of the 
panchayat and it is the panchayat that would be vitally interested in preventing 
and stopping any contravention of provisions like section 220 of the Acn The 
Secretary acts on behalf of the panchayat and the question of his subordination to 
any of its office-bearers is of no consequence. 

In the view we have taken the appeal is alloived and the conviction and sentence 
imposed on each of the appellants is set aside. 

V.M.K. ■ Appeal allowed ; 

convictions set aside. 


— -I ■ ■ I , - 1 ■ ■ — — — — — j 

I. (1958) I An.W.R. 145 : (1958) M.L.J. 2. CrI. A. No. 145 of 1965, decided on 1 8th. 
(Cri.) 189: A.I.R. 1958 \.V. 392. • Aprik'igSB. 
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the supreme court of INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. M. Shelat and V. Bhargava, JJ. 

■Workmen of Indian Express Ne;\-spaper Private Ltd. • • Appellants 

The Management o/lndian Stress Neivspaper Private Ltd. . . Respondent. 

Labour ^p.Tc^L^ 'Z°Wo{kZmlf the Istablishment, 

Representative character — Claim oj p- J 

if could mve the union a representative character. r tc-or. 

L fo, de.^„ad» » 

he said » have ^oiued »f *' Slclusively a unioa of the workmen 

SpCd in A?^?nd^Wompiny, colld espouse the 

Held that, SlS^^d bv 'th?TriSnal. ^Th^rc^pled 

' -rr 

must mean that the union had ^^t refused to treat the tivo work- 

• dispute arosh in July, 1 959 Committee, after considering 

mm as proof-readers. T??^^J^Sot^o?die ^esponde^t-company, as the 
a representation made to it by A authorising the office-bearers of the 

veXdoa reads, passed *e and .he S«.re.^ 

union to initiate Proceedi^m A conciliation office. In tlpe ar- 

. accordingly initiated proceedings tj^e espousal by the umon can 

cumstanL, it is not possible to can only place after and not 

be said to be beyond time 

before the dispute arose, or the caus ^ dent-company ^^■c^c. to be 

If the number of working Journaliste m /..-orking journalists i^uld 

taken as 68, mrinbership of the umon -^J^^ter. Even if the number of 

certainly confer on the union a ..-ould not be unreasonable to say 

working journalists were to be } by becoming the 

that 31 fi, about 25 P^^ Ae unim. It h dear from the evidmc? 

union, give a representative charac of working joumdists _cmp o> Y 

that at the material time th^e w^ n accordance with the dcCTSion 

the respondent-company. j’ f,Q6:;') 3 S.C.R- 394 = (tP^S) 

Worfmun v. Af/r. Dharampal J^^esmtotive character qua. 'vor^g 

- S 18 the union can be said to .^P Though the 

journalists employed in the ’^^^'^^'^-^l^Sgement declined to accepj th^ 

- nvo workmen mose in July, ip 9 cause before Ae 

+1,.. has SpOnSOrCQ uici^ 3 S.C.R 



n. me t-uji be <^n5aiu. , 

■ beinff the position It cann «<;ored by a union which 

w^''I;^mfoi^ed inm an indus^ *c working journalists in the 

possessed a representative characicr 
employ of tlie respondent-company. ^ of the 

Appeal by Special leave from the s' of 1961- 

IndustLl -Tribunal, DelhiinReferenceIX).- 4 

M. A- 

Advocte, for AppdlanB. „d A. A. »■ 

- 

Advocates, ssath himj, lo F _ 


•CA. Ko - 1733 of 1967 . 


26th November, 1968. 
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The Judgment of the Court was delivered by ' ' 

Shelat, J . — Two workmen, Gulab Singh and Satya Pal, were appointed by 
the respondent-company in December, 1956, and February, 1955 respectively 
under the designation of copy-holders. It was alleged that they were entrusted 
with the duties of proof-readers and therefore they claimed that they should be 
treated as such. In July, 1959 the management issued an order in which the t^vo 
worhmen were described as copy-holders. It was alleged that inspite of this order 
the management continued to give the workmen the work of proof-readers. A 
dispute whether the two workmen should be treated as proof-readers having arisen 
and having been espoused by the Delhi Union of Journalists, the Delhi Adrmnistra- 
tion, by a notification dated and August, 1961 referred it to the Industrial Tribunal, 
Delhi. 


The management contended that the said dispute ^vas an individual dispute 
and not an Industrial dispute and that being so it was wrongly referred to the 
Tribunal and the Tribun^ had no jurisdiction to adjudicate it. The Tribunal 
raised the preliminary issue, namely, whether the dispute relating to the said 
two workmen was an industrial dispute. The Tribunal held that it was not an 
industrial dispute but was only an individual dispute of the two workmen and there- 
fore it had no jurisdiction to adjudicate the said reference. The workmen obtained 
Special Leave from this Court and that is how this appeal has come up before us 
for disposaL 

Apart from the oral evidence, the appellants relied on t^vo documents, Exhibit 
WWl/A, wliich purported to be the minutes of a meeting held on 15th November, 
i960 of 1 7 worHng journalists and Exhibit WB/i purporting to- be the minutes 
of a meeting of the executive committee of the Ddhi Union of Journalists held on 
1st December, i960. The Union maintained that these two resolutions ivere proof 
of espousal of the dispute, the first by an appreciable number of the co-workers of 
the two aggrieved workmen and the second by the union and therefore the dispute 
though originally an individual dispute was converted into an industrial dispute. 
The Tribunal rejected Exhibit WWi/A, namely, the minutes of the alleged meeting 
of the 17 working journalists in the employ of the respondent-company as unreliable. 
The Tribunal next considered whether, even assuming that the said 17 working 
journalists espoused the cause of the two workmen that esp)OusaI transformed the 
dispute in question into an industrial dispute, in other words, whether they consti- 
tuted an appreciable number sufficient to change the dispute into an industrial 
dispute. At the material time the Branch office of the respondent-company at 
Delhi consisted in all of 388 employees, out of whom 140 were working in the Press, 
The working jomn’alists numbered 131, out of whom 63 were outstation.correspon- 
dents and the remaining 68 were vvorking joTunalists performing their duties in 
Delhi and New Delhi. The Tribunal held that though the said 63 ^vorking journa- 
lists were outstation journalists they nevertheless belonged to the staff of the respon- 
dent-company’s Delhi Branch, and therefore, could not be excluded from consi- 
deration. The question which the Tribunal posed to itself svas whether 17 out of 
the said 131 workingjoumalists could besaid to be an appreciable niunbcr. Accord- 
ing to the Tribunal, even if those 63 outstation correspondents were excluded and 
Only 68 working journalists were considered, 1 7' of them would not constitute an 
appreciable niunber sufficient to convert the said dispute into an industrial dispute. 
It also held that mere passing of a resolution without anytffing done to follow it up 
vvas not sufficient to constitute espousal. There was no evidence that after passing 
the said alleged resolution-on 15th November, i960, anjthing further was done. 
On these facts tlie Tribunal did not consider the ^oresaid resolution, assuming 
that it was passed, as constituting espousal. 

As regards the resolution dated ist December, i960 the minutes of the meeting 
of the executive committee of the Delhi Union of Journalists were produced before 
the Tribunal. The minutes stated that the meeting after considering the representa- 
tion made to it by the employees of the Indian Express decided to take up the case 
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Office and S'aSn 

Srlier, :..., before istDecember i960 by pother 

wMcb could have been contmu^ ^^-ll^rii^rofficer iv2 also produced before the 
filed by the j^on before 

Tribunal. There ^v•as e^ndenre tha 3^^ Delhi Union of Journalists. But 

dent-company had become the mem^ of th The Tribunal’s view 

they had joined the union thfu^ 

svas that the said 31 ■'™rlMg joimal^ts ha -mg j resolution of the umon s 

after the cause of action had arisen m ^^!cal as there would be no n^s 

executive committee would not the resolution dated ist December, 

het^veen the dispute and the umon, and disnute into an industrial dispute. 

. 95 o.didnorS 4 eeSe«ofnonvertng 4 es«dd^^^^^ ^ 

Mr. Ramamuni, for the union initiated conciliation proceed- 

December, i960, coupled wth the fact th ..-orkmen was sufficient to transform 

ings in respect of die demand of the sai other hand, Mr. Gupte, ap^anng 

I the dispute into an industrial dispute. ^ ^ p^ij^afade an indmdual ^ 

for the company, contended that a dispu_ riJuriute if it is taken up or espoused by 
may assume the character of an mdusto ^^uu^ijment. Espousal by a umon^ 
an appreciable body of the workmen o esixiusal by an appreciable 

regarded as sufficient, for, that means tha ^ dispute is espoused by an 

of workmen in that establishment ^ in number, must be m^ 

union, the workmen of the ^^^^PStionfor our determination 

ofsuchaunion. On these contention, Roused the dispute of ffie ^o 

the DeUii Union of Journalists can be said union not being J 

workmen; if so, whether it did m respondent company, could esp 

a Union of the i\ orkmen employed in tn _ espo 

said cause, j K » the executive comnuttee 

The resolution dated ist Uec^ber, f^t 

of the union was not disbelieved b> ^_cii;ation proceeding, must mean 
that the union authorities initiated The dispute Jul> r 

union had espoused the cause of tte ' workmen as p " jg ^ 

1959 '^Jien die mana^ent considering a f P^^^^^assed the 

COHUUlttCCj .v_ TP^lutlOn. TCSubj p 


only take place after and not- l^ore the is wh^er at 

of action arose. In The of an industriffi union ,or by 

Court in clear terms laid doim that th d supported, b . havmg 

the date of the tefetmce the dilute „o doubt of t^ ^ ot 

an appredablo number of tvortmen. *e refeienee the first mop 

taken up the cause of the tuo workmen 

the question must be ansivered m the a t „n in a particular , 

The ne.^ question is whether vH^h is not of °tabU- 

it in an industry can be sponsored is open to 


quesnon is wiiclllv-l — ,,nion wmcn ld at „rnthcr cstapu- 

dustry can be sjwmored ^ j. gpen to '^'orkoien jicghunatk 

— but is one of irhi^ TranspoTt Sapces ^jjdoscd their 

shments in that industry. In *1 decided cases m ^ an cmplo^'cr 

Gopal Patv^cTdhan'-, this Court noted_ a dispute >-t^'ecn an .P . . , 

.T - tnarliiEtnal dispute. , , 


that industry. In Genird -v ^’"^ggi^ed cases m ^ an cmplo^'cr 

’ordhcm-, this Court noted_ (1) a dispute beP ^ industri^ 

the meaning of an industn_ dispute, (2) •become one if 

le svorkman cannot be an ’^;„^„strial dispute but pf 


^■ic\N*s as to the meaning of an industn^ disp^^^^; 

and a single workman cannot be an m _ . d’sm 

dilute and (3) it cannot rr ^^“f^vorkmcn 
takcmip by a trade union or a numb er 

— c 


ikcmip "bv a. trade -union or a numu^ Morn S CJ-5S. 

■ ^ ; r\l956)S.C.R.956:(195ii • 

1. (1962)3 S.C.R.S93; (1962) 2 S.C.J.5S. 

SCI — 58 
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industrial dispute as defined in section 2 (A:) of the Act it observed'that the prepon- 
derance of judicial opinion was clearly in favour of the l^t of the three views and 
that there was considerable reason behind it. In the Newspapers Ltd. v. The Stale 
Industrial Tribunal, U.P.^, the third respondent was employed as a lino typist by the 
appellant company. On an allegation of incompetence he was dismissed from 
service. His case was not taken up by any union of svorkers of the appellant com- 
pany, nor by ■ any of .the unions -of workmen emp]o3"ed in similar or allied trades. 
But the U. P. Working Jourhab’sfe Union, Lucknow, wth which the third respon- 
dent had.no concern, took the matter to the Conciliation Board. On a reference 
being made to the Industrial Tribunal by the Government the legality of that 
reference was challenged by the appellant company on the ground that the said 
dispute could not be treated as an industrial dispute under the U. P. Industrial 
Disputes Act,' 1947 rvhich defined by section 2 an industrial dispute as basing the 
same meaning assigned to it in section 2 (k) of the Central Acf This Court upheld 
the contention obsersing that the notification referring the said dispute proceeded 
on an assumption that a dispute e^ted betrveen the emploj^er and “ his workmen,” 
that Tajammul Hussain, tlie workman concerned, could not be described as '• work- 
men,” nor could the U. P. Working Journalists Union be called ‘‘his workmen” 
nor was there any evidence' to show that a dispute had got transformed into an 
industrial dispute. The question whether the union sponsoring a dispute must be 
the union of workmen in the establishment in which the workman concerned is 
employed or not had not so far arisen. It seems such a question arose for the first 
time in the case of Bombay Union of Journalists v. The Hindu, Bombay-, The decision 
in that case laid do%vn (i) that the Industrial Disputes Act excluded its application 
to an individual Dispute as distinguished from a dispute involving a group of work- 
men unless such a dispute is made a common cause by a body or a considerable sec- 
tion of workmen and (2) the members of a union who are not workmen of the 
employer against whom the dispute is sought to be raised cannot by their support 
convert an individual dispute, into an industrial dispute. Persons who seek to 
support the cause must themsdves be directly and substantially interested in the 
dispute and jiersons who are not the employees of the same employer cannot be 
r^;arded as so interested. The Court held that the dispute there being prima facie 
an individual dispute it was necessary in order to convert it into an industrial dispute 
that it should be taken up by a union of the employees of an appreciable number 
of employees of Hindu, Bombay. The Bombay Union of Journalists not being a 
union of the emploj'ees of the Hindu, Bombay, but a union of all cmploj’ees in the 
industry of joumali^ in Bombay, its support of the cause of the workman concerned 
would not covert the individual dispute into an industrial dispute. The members of 
such a union cannot be said to be jjersons substantially and directly interested in 
the dispute between the workman concerned and his employer, the Hindu Bombay, 
Butin Workmen v. M\s. Dharampal Prcmchand^, this Court, after rcvieiving the prewous 
decisions, distinguished the case of Hindu, Bombay and held that notwithstanding 
the width of the words used in section 2 (k) of the Act a dispute raised by an indi- 
sddual workman cannot become an industrial dispute unless it is supported either 
by his union or in the absence of a union by a number of workmen, that a union 
may validly raise a dispute though it may be a minority union of the workmen 
employed in an establishment, that if there was no union of svorkmen in an estab- 
lislunent a group of employees can raise the dispute which becomes an industrial 
dispute even though it is a dispute relating to an individual svorkman, and lastly, 
that where the Avorkmen of an establishment have no union of their osvn and some 
or all of them haVe joined a union of another establishment belonging to the same 
industry, if such a union takes up the cause of the workman worHng in an estab- 
lishment 'which has no union of its own, the dispute svoidd become an industrial 
dispute if such a union can claim a representative character in a way that its sup- 
port would make the dispute an industrial dispute. 

l--(t9S7)-ST<3A.-754;I1957}-S.C.L 566; (1957) -2. - (1962) 2S.C.J. 107:{1962) 3 S CB. 197- 
M.L.J.(Crl.)5‘(0. • • 3. (1965) 2 S.CJ. 818: (1965) 3 S.C.R. 394. 
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- Tlie evidence of the umoa Del^nin of Joumabsts. It 

of the respondent company were continue to be the members of 

.yas noboVs.case that these 31 memtemdrdnoyo^^^^^ respondent 

tb?- t union in 1960-61 also. H the n , . r union by as many as 31 ^ 

■company were to be taken as 69, membo^p renresentative character. Even 

>Sts would cert^y confer on the xmto^ it would not be un- 

if the number of working joumalis them would, by 

reasonable to say'that 31 t-e-, abou a 1^ character to the tuuon. It is 
members of the union, give a - jj^grewasnounionofwork^joii™^ 

horn the e\*idence that at the material in accordance with the ^ 

-employed by the respondent company the union can be said to 

in m wJkrrien v. M[s. Dhar^pd “ployed in the respondent 

representative character qua &e . uiuon had taken up the caus 

company. There can be no doubt ^at the umon^ resolution and 1^ office 

tivo workmen by its esecuUve bvtakin*^ the matter before the 

■L_ , j resolution by taUo In Tulv 1959 ''hca 10 


tivo workmen by its esecuUve co™«^ the matter oeiorc 1^- the 

bearers having foUowed up that reou n^ Y arose in July sponsored 

■officer. Though the grievance of tii oj-oof-readers the union h 

management declined to accept th goivn in the case oiHin ’ -j^to 

their cause before the date of refers _ dispute was trans ^^^tive 

That being the position it cannot ^on which company, 

an industrial dispute as it lyas sponsored b| a respondent comp ; 

character dr-a-air the working joum i » view that the dispute 

We d^erefore, hold “.‘T 

an industrial dispute was .,ed There-sviUbenoorde linked 

asideandtheappealofthe workmen aUoived. allowed. 

V.M.K, " 

the sxjpre^® court of I^ 

(Civil APP^^t^ G. K. MrrrER, J-^ 

PK£SE^^■:— hiR. M. HmAYATULLAH, C/iicf J Appell<^i 

CokaRamalingam j^spondenls. 

Boddu Abraham and another nfi-A — Scope— dppod ^^ 

lUpresmlalim of the People Act {XLIII ^^^row the field . 

fresh eoidice-Appellant, if plea of 

An application asking for g^ts. Cannot be js also filed be> on 

ing respondent into one of his ^^^Jdcnce to be taken and is ais 

the nature of the case requiring ^ ^p^petiuons. j_rtook a much 

the period of limitation prescribed ffir e .p^aer 

It E because of clumsy him to take. He ffiou 

greater burden than the Imv ^SSuE^otithedateheffled^^^^ P ^_e 

Inlythattheretumedcandidateiw^a^^ his p^ ^nd his 

paper and therefore was not a j demonstrate Ghristianit> sn 

R^-ed Seat. . Instead he P^°Sf,,.as himself com yarrow Ac 

evidence that the returned can „ ^ to change instance, 

haring done so. i. ss la« o Ueprjsenudon of I«dch 

Appeal under section t to-. ^ August, 9 / , 

rom the Judgment and Order a 1967. ^ 

'iigh Court ih Election Feunonl^o. 3 , c rn. 197. 


gh Court in Election Petitioni'o. , , mi iinryi 3 S.C.R- 

I- (1965) 2 S.CJ. 818: (1965) 3 S.C.R. 

' C.A.N0. 61 of 1968. 
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P.-Ran-Reddy, Senior Advocate; {A. V. V. Nair, Advocate,- wth him), for 
Appellant. ... 

R. K. Garg, D. P . Singh and S. C. Aganoal, Advocates of MJs, Ramamutlhi 6? Co. 
and Asif Ansari, Advocate, for Respondent No. i. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Hidayalulldh, C.J. — This appeal arises from the dechion of the Andhra Pradesh 
High Court dated 21st August, 1967 by which an election petition filed by the present 
appellant Goka R am al ingam to question the election of the answering respondent 
Boddu Abraham was dismissed. The matter concerns the Cheriyal (Scheduled 
Caste) constituency in the election to the Andhra Pradesh I^egislative Assembly 
held in February, 1967. Three candidates had ofiered themselves for election. 
Two of them we have already named, the third is one Devadanam. The answering 
r«px)ndent obtained 15000 and odd, appiellant-election pjetitioner 12000 and odd 
and Devadanam 7000 and odd votes." The election jotition was based only on 
one issue, namely, that the respondents who had stood for a scheduled caste 
Reserved seat had “ converted themselves into Christianity long time back and they 
continue to profess the said religion Christianity even today.” Under the Consti- 
tution (S.cheduled Castes) Order, 1950, -it is provided as follo-ivs: — 

''(2) Subject to the provisions of this Order, the castes, races or tribes or parts of) 
or groups svithin, castes or tribes, .<!pecified in Parts I to XIII of the Scheduled 
to this Order shall, in relation to the States to which those parts resp)ectivcly 
relate, be deemed to be Scheduled Castes so far as regards members thereof 
resident in the localities specified in relation to them in those parts of that Schedule. 

• (3) Notwithstanding anything contained in paragraph 2, nopiersonwho 

professes a religion different from the Hindu or the Sikh legion shall be deemed 
to be a member of a Scheduled "Caste.” 

It would therefore appear that if the ans^ve^ing respHjndent and Devadanam were 
not members of a named scheduled caste (in this case the Madiga caste) they were 
not eligible to stand for election for the Reserved Seat. The case as put forward in 
the High Court was that these t^vo candidates had themselves got converted^ into 
Christianity a long time ago and that they did not therefore profess l^ndu religion 
although in the plea it is stated affirmatively that they profess Christian religion. 
The case w'ent to trial on this plea and the issues framed were as follows: 

" I. Whether the respondents who admittedly once belonged to “ Madiga” 
community embraced Christianity and professed the religion of Christianity at 
the time of election and hence respondent No. i was not qualified to be chosen to 
fill the seat in the Assembly of the State as per section 5 (a) read svith rule (3) 
of the Constitution (Scheduled Castes) Order, 1950 (C.O. 19 dated loth August, 

1950) ■ 

2. Whether the nomination papors of both the respiondents were improperly 
received and as a result thereof the result of the election has been mateiially 
affected ? 

3. "What is the effect of admission of respwndent 2 in his written statcment~as 
to his status on this election pietition ?” 

Evidence was led to prove that the ansivcring rcsjxindcnt was converted to 
Christianity. This evidenee w'as not accepted by the High Court. As regards 
the other respiondent, he ivent out of the fight admitting that he was a Christian and 
nothing more need be said of him. 

It appjears that wliile this case was going on, the learned Judge was informed 
fhat'a'R<^ter"bf all "converted Cliristians was'maintaincd by tlic 'Church. "He 
accordingly sent for the Register and marked it as Exhibit C-i. In the judgment 
the learned Judge gives his order: picrtaining to this action. It reads as follows : — 
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, - mit in the evidence of R.W. 2 that 

“ I may mention, here tha^nce -.vithinthe iurisdiction of Hanumakonda 
the names of all converts to Record of the Field Associa- 

Baptist hCssion would be filed as an exhibit in a ^t ^Ang 



m me uiiuiut nnnearinc on both sides to inspect the register 

Igavcopportumty forthelawT^ Relating to Dharmasangaram vpage 

and make their submissions, ihe en ^ name of the ist 

are to be found ReSrd* but since this register dc^ not ap^ 

respondent is not found in this Ke^ , Christians in that area, I do 

to L an exhaustive and complete re^rd ^J“^ purpose.” 
not propose to rely on the entnes m They went into it -with a view to 

This Register was inspected by the ifij ^^ife Chinna Mariamma 

finding out whether the ansi^g shoivnng that they had ^_so 

has been converted or not. There '' ■Pemster did contain two entnes shoinng 
converted. It appears, how-ever, Aat the B^chamma who are now said to 

the conversion of Boddu Kumarai^ ai^ ^ afSdavit has ako ^ fil^ 

be the father and mother of ar^vermg r«p g^tnes refer to tlm 

from the Pastor of the Church '“^Vven though the Regist^ was in Co^ 
parents of the answering cSe was not taken to c^cover ^ese Uvo 

Ld was open to inspection of the ^ on the original plea and issue that 

names, iriA the result that the case ^^Christianity. That apparently wa^ot 
the answering respondent was . parents he did not need_ convemion. 

a fact, because if he ivas bom ^ „d has not been subjected o pr 

fact, however, is only aUe^d now be o ^ ^ evidence, we should alloiv 

The question therefore is whether m view of^^^ ff 

this appel On a proper conslderahon of A to 

we cannot. An application w-as of convci^n c^nees the 

conversion of the ansivering respondent jdo petition, be<^^e it 

Christianity We have to be takm t^^ ^ 

nature of ^e case requmng & of elecOon pe ^ ^ tfie 

the period of hmitation pr«^ for^htag^ ^ sought to bl substi- 

change the entire nature of A Christianity, ^ ,l,fuld have under- 


the period of hmitation pr^--- ^obvious, because to be substi- 

change the entire nature e>Pthe Christianity, it is have under- 
answering respondent was con .gj^od to Christianit>v , tfig Register was 

tuted a plea that the parents were Court of tn^.^^ben of the 

stood such an appheation b^g matter not v'^^un j^^jjter had been 

produced, because that “ight have ®'^'/uf/i?eSected by the 

election petitioner till the re^ nearly an >ear and b fi^d no notice of 

produced and it lay in the ^our mouth to ^g^^r with him_ ai^ 

answering respondent. It dc^ n ^^^^g he had A ^1^ ^ mention^ 

the true facts. He had notice of respo^de^^c^g'^ extremely 

the names of the alleged paren ^ .^^.gfi.fiept overlooked- Therefojo 

therdn. In fact the register JP ^ame having bem gmi^ 

legibly and there vv^ no d^gg^L^ an^ ^ 

we must consider this as a b miestion is whether 

menuoned by us. is out of the vvay, Ti^^_ Roddy 

admen^ ^thenvise sustam^- to prove 

disentitles him 
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eontm^ that under Hinduism die an^ven^ 

that if a person pofesses i^on that for '^’b^^^t the time he filed 

to contcTfor a reserved ^^^Joday or at any i-ato^^^g giection from ^ 

respondent be regarded as a C jocompetent ^^P^sm or Sikhism. 
nomination paper, he wo^d other tiianHui ^ , much narrow 

reserved scat if he professed a reh^® . g^od the i^f f Hindu on Aat dat^ 

•words, he wants to extract s\vering respoadent w jj^tancc. It ^ , 
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462 


. THE SUPREME COURT JOURNAL. 


[1970 


law required him to take. He should have pleaded only that the returned candi- 
date was a Christian on the date he filed his nomination paper and therelbre was not 
a Hindu and was not competent to stand for the Reserved Seat Instead he pro- 
ceeded to demonstrate through his plea and his evidence that the returned candi- 
date w^ liirmelf converted to Christianity and failed. In this view of the matter 
we do not think that "we should allow him to change his fi'ont and narrow the field 
of enquiry to one which he should have adopted in the first instance. Not hawng" 
done soj we tliink, that it is too late for him to change his case now. For these reasons, 
we are constrained to dismiss the appeal. We may say that it is an odd situation, 
because probably a Christian occupies a Reserved Seat, but this is the result of the 
vagaries of litigation which have to be carried on according to rules. The rules 
do not permit us to give reliefwhere the party himselfis at fault in making a wrong 
plea and in not m a kin g the right plea in time. But in the circumstances of the case, 
we think that the parties should be directed to bear their costs throughout. 

V.M.K. - — Appeal dismissed^ 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction,) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri, R, S. Bachawat and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 
Shashibhushan Prasad Misra (dead) and another . . Appellants* 

V. 

Babuaji Rai (dead) by his legal representatives and others . . Respondents 
Res judicata — Deity, not a necessaty party, joined as a d^endant — No relitf claimed againsC 
the deity — Appeal against the dismissal of the suit — Appeal dismissed against deity for 
non-payment of guardian's costs — No final decision by the appellate Court against the 
deity on the question of the title to suit lands — Decision of the Trial Court, if operates as- 
res jddicata. 

The deity was not a necessary party to the suit. It was joined as a defendant, 
but no relief was claimed against it. The suit was dimissed. As soon as the 
appe^ svas filed by the plaintiffs in the High Court the decision of the 
Trial Court lost its character of finality and the question s\hether the 
suit lands appertained to village Siripur Majrahia became once again 
res sub judice. Before the appe^ was finally heard and decided, it svas 
dismissed as against the deity for non-payment of its guardian’s costs. The appel- 
late Court did not give any decision on the merits of the case in the presence of 
the deity. There is no final decision against the deity on the question of the 
title to suit lands. The decision of the appellate Court against the contesting 
defendants will not lead to conflicting and inconsistent decree. The High 
Court was in error in holding that the appeal against the contesting defendants- 
became incompetent. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Decree dated the 6th July, 1959 of Patna High 
Court in First Appeal No. 235 of 1951. 

.Sarjoo Prasad, Senior Advocate, {B. P. fha. Advocate, with him), for 
Appellants. 

C. B. Agarwala, Senior Advocate, (P. K. Chalterjee and R. B. Datar, Advocates, 
with him), for Respondents (e-xcepting Respondents Nos. 15 (A) to 15 ( 4 ). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Bachawat, J. — This appeal arises out of Title Suit No. 12/9 of the 1946 instituted 
in the Court of the First Additional Subordinate Judge, Darbhanga. The plaintiff 
claimed declaration of their title and possession in respect of 70 bighas of land in 
plot No. 1083 in village Siripur Majrahia- They obtained settlements of the lands 
from the deity Shri Radhakrishnajee Baldeojee. The deity was the 16 annas 
proprietor of village Siripur Majrahia Pergana Janakhalpur, Tauzi No. 2794. 
The river Karcy flovs's between this village and the villages of Kazi Dumra and 
Shankarpur. The contesting defendants v%erc the landlords and tenants of villages 


• CA.No. 1110 of 1965. 


27th No\ ember, 1969. 
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Kazi Dumra and Shankarpur. The deity was defendant No, i8 and was represen- 
ted by one Tantreshn-ar Singh. The plaintiffs claimed that in consequence of the 
changes in the Channel of the river Karey the lands in suit were lost to villages 
I^i Durmva and Shankarpur by diluvion and were annexed to plot No. 1083 in 
village Sirpur Majrahia by gradual increment and accretion. The Trial Court 
dismissed the suit. It held that (i) the suit lands did not accrete to plots Nos. 1083 
and 1089 in village Siripur Majrahia due to slow, gradual and imperceptible changes 
in the channel of the river Karey, (2) there was no custom in the village by which 
the disputed lands became the property of the owner of plots, (3) the deity Radha 
KrishanjiBaldeojior the o^sner of tillage Siripur Majrahia did not obtain possession 
of the lands in the manner alleged in the plaint, (4) the lands originally belonged 
to tire proprietors of tillages Kazi Dumra and Shankarpur and continued to be 
be their property and (5) tlie plaintiffs failed to prove their title and possession in 
respect of the suit lands tritlun 12' years before the date of the institution of tire 
suit. The plaintiffs filed F.A. No. 291 of 1951 in the High Court of Patna against 
the depiw passed by the Trial Court. The deity Shri Radlia Krishanji Baldeoji, 
tlie original defendant No. 18 was impleaded as respondent No. 23 in the appeal. 
By an order dated 24th January, 1952 the High Court appointed the Deputy 
Registrar as the guardian of the deity. On i8th Februar>y 1952 the High Court 
passed the foUoning order: — 

“ Two weeks further time is allowed to deposit D. R. guardian’s cost for respon- 
dent No. 23 (deity) failing which this appeal shall stand dismissed against him 
■irithout further reference to a Bench.” 

This peiemptor>' order was not complied with and on the expiry of the Uvo weeks 
the appeal stood dismissed against the deity. At the hearing of the appeal the 
contesting defendants urged that the entire appeal became incompetent in riew 
of the dismissal of the appeal against the deit>\ The High Court accepted this 
contention and dismissed the appeal in its entirety. The High Court held that 
there ^vss a clear issue between defendant No. 18 and the contesting defendants as- 
to whether the lands formed part of the village Siripur Majrahia, that tlie issue 
stood concluded against defendant No. 18 by the decree of the Trial Court, that the 
appeal had abated against defendant No. r8 and that as success in tlie appeal might 
lead to conflicting and inconsistent decrees, the appeal against all the defendants 
became incompetent. The present appeal has b^n filed by the plaintiffs after 
obtaining a certificate from the High Court. 

Clearly, the High Court was in error in holding that the appeal had abated 
either wholly or in- part. None of the parties to the appeal had died and there ivas 
no question of the abatement of the appeal. Mr. C. B, Agarwala rcl>^ng on the case 
o^ Mimni Bibi v. Trilohinath^ submitted that the decision of the Trial Court on the 
question whether the suit lands appertained to \nllage Siripur Majrahia operated 
as res judicata between the deity and the contesting co-defendants, that the appellate 
Court could not record an inconsistent finding that the suit lands appertained to 
village Siripur Majrahia, and that in die circumstances, the entire api><^ I^fore the 
High Court became incompetent. We are unable to accept these contentions. 

The plaintiff’s claiming as tenants of the deity sued the contesting defendants 
for declaration of their title and possession in respect of the suit lands on the allega- 
tion that tlie lands appertained to rillage Siripur Majrahia of rvluch the deity svas 
the proprietor. The deity was not a necessary’ party to the suit. It was joined as 
a defedant, but no relief was claimed against it. The suit svas t^tssed on Ac 
finding Aat Ae suit lands did not appertain to village Suipur Majrama. The 
plaintiffs filed an appeal against Ae decree impleading the deity as one of Ac respon- 
dents. The appeal was dismissed against Ac deity for non-payment of costs of 
its guarAan ad Ban. The deity was not a necessaty' party to Ac appeal. The 
plaintiffs were entitled to prosecute their appeal against Ac contesUng defendants- 
in tlic absence of Ac deity. 


r 


I. (1931)1,11. 5S I.A; 158 : 61 M.L.J. 196. 
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As soon as the appeal was filed by the pl^ntiffs in the High Court the decision 
•of the Trial Court lost its ^aracter of finality arid the question whether the suit lands 
apjjertained to village Siripur Majrahia became once again res sub judice. The 
case of Mutmi Bibi v. Trilokinatk\ shows that a decision operates as res judicata bet- 
ween co-defendants if (i) there is a conflict of interest bet%veen them; (2) it is neces- 
sary to decide that conflict in order to give the plaintifis the reliefi which they claim 
and (3) the question behveen the co-defendants is finally decided. In the present 
case, the third condition was not satisfied. The question whether the suit lands 
appertain to Siripur Majrahia was not finally decided betsveen the deity and the 
co-defendants. On the filing of the appeal by plaintiffs, the question became once 
more the subject of judicial inquiry between the deity and the contesting defendants. 

Before the appeal was finally heard and decided, it was dismissed as against the 
ffeity for non-payment of its guardian’s costs. The appellate Court did not give 
any decision on the merits of the case in the presence of the deity. There is no &ial 
■decision against the deity on the question of the title to the suit lands. The decision 
•of the appellate Court against the contesting defendants ivill not lead to conflicting 
and inconsistent decree. The High Court was in error in holding that the appeal 
ngainst the contesting defendants became incompetent. 

In the circumstances the High Court ought to have decided the appeal before 
it on the merits. Counsel for the parties agreed that the decision of the present 
appeal on the merits would abide by the decision in C. A. No. 140 of 1966 arising 
out of T. S. No. 29/1 1 of 1946. That suit and T. S. No. 12/19 of 1946 out of which 
the present appeal arises were heard together by the Trial Court and disposed of by 
a common judgment. In C. A. No. 140 of 1966 we have held that the disputed 
lands appertained originally to village Kazi Dumra and Shankarpur, that due to 
the recession of the river K^y the lands re-formed in situ and that the property in 
the lands continued to remain ^vith the proprietors of the lands in tillages Kazi 
Dumra and Shankarpur.' The plaintiffs failed to prove that the deity Shri Radha 
Krishanji Baldeoji came into possession of the disputed land as alleged in the plaint. 
There was no issue on the question whether the deity had acquired title to the suit 
lands by adverse possession. The plea lor the acquisition of title by adverse posses- 
sion caimot be raised for the first time at the appellate stage. The plaintiffi failed 
to establish acquisition of the title of the deity to any portion of the suit lands by 
adverse possesssion. It follows that there was no merit in No. 235 of 1951. 
Although the High Court did not decide this appeal on the merits, it is not necessary 
to remand the matter to the High Court. Having regard to our findings in C.A. 
No. 140 of 1966. T.S. No. 12/9 of 1946 also must be dismissed. 

In the result, the appeal is dismissed. There will be no order as to costs. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 


I. L.R. (1931) 58 I.A. 158 : 61 M.L.J. 196. 
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WORKWEN V- ^iANA.GEME^T OF I. L. T. DEVELOPMENT CO., LTD. 
THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 


(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Pp£SENt J. M. Shel.\t, V. Bharg.-vva and C. A. Vaidialingam, JJ. 

Workmen of the Indian Leaf Tobacco Development Co. Ltd., 

Guntur • • 

r* 

The Manao-ement of Indian Leaf Tobacco Development Co. Ltd., 

Guntu? - •• 


Labour Lew— Closure of business of the company, genuine and real-^to^age of part of 
a business {closure of 8 depots by the Company), if could be intefered with by an 
Industrial T nbunal — Closure entirely in the discretion of the company. 


Labour Lazo— Closure of part of business of the cempary— Closure genuine and real to tjfecl 
economy and secure quality— Discharge of worfunen on payment of retrenchment compen- 
sation — Tribunal, if could ask the company to reinstate the workmen. 


The closure of the 8 depots bv the respondent — company, even if it is held not 
to amount to closure of business of tlie company, cannot be interfered ^\-ith 
bv an Industrial Tribunal if, in fact, that closure ^^•as genuine and real. The 
closure many be treated as stoppage of part of the acmnty or business of the 
companv. Such stoppage of part of a businc^ is an act of rnanagenmnt which is 
entirelv in tlie discretion of the company carrying bminess. No Industrial 

Tribunal, even in a reference under section to (i) (d) of the Industrial Disputes 

Act. can interfere uith the discretion exercised m mch a matter and can have any 
power to direct a company to continue a part of the business ^vhich the company 
has .decided to shut down. A Tribunal under the Industrial Disputes Act has 
no power to issue orders directing a company to re-open a closed depot or branch, 
if the company, in fact, closes it down. 

After c-xaminin"- the eHdence, the Tribunal came to the conclusion tliat the 
stoppa<^c of the work at the depots was genuine and that Ac tvork which svas 
beme Kuried on at Ac depots had not been transferred to Ac buying points cstab- 
lished bv Ae Companv. Tiic closure of Ae business at Ac depots was necessitated 

bv reasons ofc-xpedici^cs- inasmuch as Ac company had to reduce its purchases 

in its quest for quality and its desire to run Ac business economicaUy. The 
principal svork wluch used to be done at Ac depots, svas not Aat of purchasing 
tobacco, but of handling it and Aat work was not Uansferred at aU to any busing 
point 'The Tribunal. Aus came to Ac Aiding Aat tlie closure of Acre depots 
was real and genuine. ' The suggestion tliat only, a desnee was adopted of carrying 
on the same burliness in. a different manner had no force at alJ. If the same business 
had been continued, though under a different guise, Ac dam of Ac workmen 
not to be retrenched could possibly be considered by tlic TrAunal, but, on the 
fodir g Aat tlicre was a scnuinc closiuc of tlie business tliat used to be carried on 
at* tlie depots, no question could arbe of rctrcndimcnt being set aside by Ac 
Tribunal. The Tribunal could not ask tlie company to rc-employ or reinstate 
Ac workmen, because tlicrc was no busmess for wliich Ac ivorkmcn could be 
required. 


.\ppcal by Special Leave from tlie Order dated Ac igtli .August, 1964 of Ae 
Indu<;UiaI Tribunal, ^Vndhra Pradesh in Industrial Dispute No. 41 of 1963. 

.\f. K. Rar.crr.urthi, Mrs. Shjcmcla Petpu and . 1 /r. Vinect Kcmar, .-\dvocatcs, for 
Appellants. 

A*. Sriniccscr-.-dTlry and Kcunil Lai, Advocates, for Respondent. 
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The Judgment of the Court -was delivered by 

Bhargava, J . — ^This appeal, by Special Leave, has arisen out of an award made 
by the Industrial Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, at Hyderabad in an Industrial dispute 
benveen the respondent, the Indian Leaf Tobacco Development Company Limited, 
Guntur (herein^ter referred to as " the Company ”) , and its workmen. Admittedly, 
the Company is an associate of the Imperial Tobacco Company Ltd. and the main 
business carried on by the Company is that of purchasing tobacco of all varietiK and 
qualities, stemming, grading and packing of tobacco and supplpng it to Ae 
Impei-ial Tobacco Co., as well as exporting the tobacco to various foreign countries 
in the ^s-orld. The Company has been carrying on this business for about 40 years 
and handles almost 35 per cent of the tobacco grown in the State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Tor the work of stemming, grading and packing tobacco, the Company has hvo 
factories, one at Anaparty in East Gfodavary District, and the other at Cliirala in 
Guntur IDistrict. In connection ssath this business, the Company, in the year 1962, 
■was maintaining 21 depots where, according to the workmen, the appellants, the 
Company was carrjnng on the -work of collecting tobacco, though the Company s 
case ivas that the principal -work done at these depots iras that of handling the tobacco 
purchased at otlier places and only included the work of purchasing tobacco on 
a small scale. 

On r6th Aug^ust, 1963, the Company gave a notice to the Union of tire appel- 
lant workmen that 8 out of 21 depots mentioned therein would be closed down with 
effect from 30th September, 1963. Thereafter, an industrial dispute was raised 
by the tsorkmen wlrich related to the closure of tliese 8 depots, as well as to a 
number of other demands, indudingrevision of basic wages and dearness allowance, 
additional discomfort allowance, etc. The State Government, by its order dat<^ 
14th November, 1963, referred the dispute for adjudication under section 10 (i) W 
of the Industiid Disputes Act, 1947 to the Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad. Tlie 
first issue, which was referred for adjudication, tvas as follows : — 

“ How far the demands of the union, viz., that no depot which worked during 
1962 season should be closed, and {ti) that no workman who tvorked in 1962 
season should be retrenched, are justified? ” 

There were ten other issues, but we need not reproduce them, as we are not con- 
cerned -^sith them in this appeal. 

In the proceedings for adjudication, the Company took a prdiminart' objection 
that the closure of the depots ivas a managerial function, tliat there could not be an 
industrial dispute over such closure, that tire Government, therefore, had no power 
to refer this issue for adjudication, and that the Tribunal also had no power to 
adjudicate on it. Thereupon, the Tribunal framed a preliminarv' issue as to “ v.iic- 
ther the employer is justified in alleging that Issue No. i framed by the Govern- 
ment cannot be deemed related to an industrial dispute, and as such, -whether the 
Gfovemment had the potrer to refer it for adjudication.” The Tribunal decided 
this preliminary' issue by giting an interim award on the 13th August. 1964. The 
preliminary objection was allowed and furher direction was made tiiat the effect 
of this decision on Issue No. i tviU be decided later 2ifter hearing the parties. There- 
after, the Tribunal proceeded to hear' the reference on this question as tvell as on 
all other issues referred to it and, ultimately, gave its award on nth December, 
1964. In that atvard, both the parts of issue No. i were decided against the tvork- 
men. The workmen have now come up in tliis appeal against tlic interim award, 
dated 13th August, 1964 as tveU as against tlic fin^ award insofar as it relates to 
issue No. I. 

The decision given by the Tribunal in the interim award, holding tiiat the 
reference covered by issue No. i was not comjjctcnt, has been challenged by learned 
Counsel for the appellants on tlic ground that the closure of a depot does not amount 
to closure of business in laiv and, since the same business -was continued by tiie Com- 
pany at atleast 1 3 other depots, the closure of the 8 depots in question was unjusti cd 
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For the proposition that the closxire of the depots did not amoiuit to closure of 
business, learned Counsel relied on the views expressed by this Court in Pipfaich 
Sugar Mills Ltd. v. Pipraich Sugar Mills Mazdoor UniorP, where the Court explained 
the reason for the decision given by the Labour Appellate Tribrmal in the case of 
Employees of Messrs. ludia Reconstruction Corporation Ltd., Calcutta v. Messrs. 
India Reconstruction Corporation Ltd., Calcutta^ It, however, appears to us that 
this question raised on behalf of tbe appellants is totally immaterial insofar 
as the question of the jurisdiction of the Tribunal to decide the first part of 
issue No. I is concerned. The closure of the 8 depots by the Company, even 
if it is held not to am runt to closure of business of the Company, cannot be 
interfered tvith by an Industrial Tribunal if, in fact, that closure was genuine 
and real. The closure may be treated as stoppage of part of the activity 
or buiness of the Company. Such stoppage of part of a business is an act of manage- 
ment which is entirely in the discretion of the Company carrjdng on the business. 
Nj Industrial Tribunal, even in a reference xmder section lo (i) {d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, can interfere with discretion exercised in such a matter and can have 
any p' 0 %ver to direct a Company to continue a part of the business which the Com- 
pany has decided to shut down. We cannot possibly accept the submission made 
on behalf of the appellants that a Tribunal, under the Industrial Disputes Act has 
p^^ver to issue orders directing a Company to reopen a closed depot or branch, if 
the Company, in fact, closes it down. 

An example may be taken of a case where a Bank with its headquarters in 
one place and a number of branches at different places decides to close down one 
of the branches at one of those places where it is funedening. IVe cannot sec how, 
in such a case, if the employees of that paiticular branch raise rn industrial dispute, 
the Bank can be directed by the Industrial Tribunal to continue to rtm that branch. 
It is for the B.ank to decide svhether tire business of the branch should be continued 
or not, and no Bank can be compelled to continue a branch which it considers 
rmdesirablc to do. 

In these circumstances, it is clear that the demand contained in the first part 
of Issue No. I was beyond the powers and jmisdiction of the Industrial Tribunal 
and was incorrectly referred for adjudication to it by the State Government. 

Ofeourse, if a Gimpany closes down a branch or a depot, the question can 
always arise as to the relief to which the workmen of that branch or depot ai e entitled 
and, if such a question arises and becomes the subject-matter of an industrial dispute, 
an Industrial Tribunal will be fully competent to adjudicate on it. It is unfortunate 
that, in this case, when dealing with the preliminary issue, the Tribunal expressed 
its deebion in tire interim award in general words, holding that Issue No. i as a 
whole was beyond its jurisdiction. It the reasoning in the mterim award is taken 
into account, it b clear that the Tribunal on that reasoning only came to die con- 
clusion that it was not competent to direct reopening of the 8 depots whi h had 
been closed, so that die Trilunal should have hdd that the first part of Issue No. i 
only was outside its jurisdiction. 

So far as die second part of that Lsuc is concerned, as we liave said above, it 
was competent Rn- die Tribunal to go into it and decide svhedicr die claim of ihc 
workmm* that they should not be retrenched was justified. On an examination 
of die interim award and die final award,_ we, however, find that the Tribunal in 
fact did do so. The case reported in Pipraich Sugar Mills L'd. *, was also concerned 
only with the queuion as to the relief that can be granted to -workmen when there 
is closure of a business. No question arose dther before the Court, or in the cases 
oonsid-ired by the Court, of an Industrial Tribunal miking a direction to the emplo- 
yers to continue to run oi to reopen a dosed branch of die business. The Labour 
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Appellate Tribunal in the case of Employees of Messrs. India Recojislraclton Gorporalion 
Ltd., Gaku'.ta^, -was dealing -with the question of retrenchment compensation as a 
result of the closure of one of the units of the company concerned^ and it held that 
the workmen were, entitled to retrenchment compensation in accordance uith 
law. This Geurt, in the case of Piprakh Sugar Mills Ltd.~, only explained why the 
Labour Appellate Tribunal ■^vas justified in granting ret’-enchment compensation 
in that case. The opinion caressed by the Court was tliab though there is dischaige 
of workmen both when there is retrenchment and closure of business, the compensa- 
tion is to be awarded under the la%v, not for discharge as such bat for discharge on 
retrenchment, and if, as is conceded, retrenchment means in ordinary paraiance 
discharge of the surplus, it cannot include discharge on closure of business. It was 
in this context that the Court went on to add that in .the case of Emplojees of MJs. 
India Rfi.ons'ruclion Gorporalion Ltd., Galcntta^, what had happened teas that one of the 
units of the Company had been closed which would be a case of retrenrhmfnt and 
no t a case of clsoure of business. It may be noted that, at the time when this decision 
■was given,section 25-FF and section 25-FFF had notbeen introduced in the'Industrial 
Disputes Act, and the only right to retrenchment compensation granted to the 
workmen was conferred by section 25-F. It tvas in the light of the law then pievailing 
that the Court felt that the decision of the Labour Appellate Tribunal in the case of 
Employees ofMjs. IndiaReconslrucliouGorporalionLfdP, grantingretrenchment compensa- 
tion could be justified on the ground that the services of the tvorkmen had.not been 
dispensed with as a result of closure of business, but as a result of retrenchment. 
That question does not arise in the case before 'us. Since then, as W'c have indicated 
above, section 25-FF and section 25-FFF have beenadded in the Industrial Disputes 
Act, and the latter section specifically lays do-^sm ■what rights a tsorkman has when 
an undertaking is closed dorsm. In a case where a dispute may arise as to whether 
workmen discharged are entitled to compensationrmder section 25-For section 25-FFF 
it may become necessary to decide rs’hether the closure, as a remit of which the ser- 
vices have been dispensed rvith, amounts to a closure in law or not. In the case 
before us, it wus admitted by learned Counsel for both parries that the ■workmen, tvlio 
have been discharged as a result cf the clsoure cf the 8 depots of the Company, have 
all been paid retrenchment compensation at the higher rate laid do’im in section 25-F, 
so that, in in this case, it is not necessary to decide the point raised on behalf of the 
workmen. 

In connection ■vsdth the second part of issue No. i, it ■wsis also urged by learned 
Go^ansel for the appellants that the business, tvhich ■was being carrifd on at the 
depots, had not in fact been closed down and had merely been transferred to butdng 
points situated in and arotmd the closed depots, including two nc^^v buying points 
established by the Company after tiie closure of these 8 depots. The argument -was 
that the worsen were old employees ■who had served the Company for a long time 
and were entitled to certain benefits as a result of that long seivice.* The Company 
closed these 8 depots mdafide with the object of depriving the trorkmcn of tliosc 
benefits and m:reJy altered the nature of the business by closing the depots and cany'- 
ing on tlie same business at the buying points. TJiis point urdged ty learned Counsel 
cannot, however, be accepted in view of the findings ol fact rccoided by the Tribunal. 

The Tribunal examined in detail the allegations made cn behalf cf the tvcrlimt n 
in this respect. In fact, the interim award mentions tiiat, for tlic purpose of deciding 
the preliminary issue and.the first issue, evidence was recc-rded by the Tribtmal ftr 
more than a tveek and arguments of Advocates of the parties s\cic heard ftr even a 
longer period. After e.xamining the cwdence, the Tribunal came to the ccr.ciusicn 
tlrat the stoppage of the work at the depots was genuine and that the tverk rvliich was 
being carried on at ti-c depots f^ad not been transferred to the buying points esta- 
blished by the Company. Tire closure of the business at the depots svas necessitated 
by reasons of expediency inasmucli as the Company Irad to reduce its purchases in 
its quest for quality and its desire to run the business economically. The principal 
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work, which used to be done at the depots, was not that of purchasing tobacco, but 
of handling it and that ovork was not transferred at all to any buying point. The 
Tribunal, thus, came to the finding that the closure of these depots svas real and 
genuine and that the suggestion of the appellants that only a device -was adopted 
of carrying on the same business in a different manner had no force at all. If the same 
business had boen continued, though under a different guise, the claim of the work- 
man not to be retrenched could possibly be considered by the Tribunal ; but, cn 
the finding that there svas a genuine closure of the business that used to be catried on 
at the dspsts, no question could arise of the retrenchment being set aside by the 
Tribunal. The Tribunal could not ask the Company to re-employ or reinstate 
the svorkmen, beca’jse there was no business for which the svorkmcn could be required. 
In these circumstances all that the workmen could claim svas compensation for loss 
of their ser\-ice and in that respect, as we have indicated above, the -workmen have 
received adequate compensation. 

G >nsequentiy, the appeal has no force and is dismissed ; but ss’e make no order 
as to costs. 

V.M.K. App€al dismissed, 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Presestt : — S. Hegde A. N. Rav, JJ. 

Kabul Singh . , Appellant* 

V. 

K’mdan Singh and others . . Respondents. 

Representation of the People Act {XLIII of s-'ctions 16,30 and 62 (2) and Part III — 

Scope — Election petition — Electoral roll, challenre of — Voter, if incurs disqualifeatien, 

hj booming a Goverrjnent servant bj the time the polling took place. 

The mandate of sub-section (3) ofsev,tion 23 of the Representatien cf the People 
Act, 1950 is plain and unambiguous. It prohibits inclusion ofany name in the 
electoral roll after the prescribed date whether the application for inclusion svas 
made before or after that date. 

Can it be said that the vote of T.S. was void as by the time the polling took place, 
as he had become a Government servant ? 

Held that, section 62 (2) of the 1950 Act says that no person shall vote at an 
election in any constituency if he is subject to any ofthc disqualifications referred to 
in section 1 6 of the Act. There is no prorision in section 16 to his qualify him ( T.S.) 
from voting. There is no other provision of law in tire .Actor in any other law dis- 
qualifying him from exercising Ws vote. The right to vote being purely a statutory 
richt, the. validity of any vote has to be examined on the basis of the prerisirns of 
the Act, Part III of the 1950 x\ct deals aritli the preparation of rolls in a consti- 
tuency. Sections 14 to 24 of the 1950 Act arc integrated pre-visions. They 
form a complete code by themselves in the ma.ttcr of prcparatic-n and maintenance 
of electoral rolls. It is clear frr-m those pre-visions that th.e entries found in the 
electoral roll a.re final and they are not open to challenge cither before a ci\-i! Ce-urt 
or before a tribunal which considers the validity of any e!cctif-n. The fina’ity 
of the electoral roll cannot be clrallcnged in a proceeding challenging the validity 
of tire election. 

.Appeal under section 1 16-.A of die Representatir-n of tlic Pee p!c Act, 1051 fom 
the Judgment and Order dated the 20th March, 1069 of the Punjab and Hnnsna 
High C'-urt in Election Petition No. i of 1968. 


C.A. No. 13590! 1959. 


i3h Avg-jjt, 1969. 
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Hardev Singh, Advocate, for Appellant. 

R.K. Garg, S.C. Agarwala and D.P. Singh, Advocates of M[s. Ramamnrthi & Go., 
and Miss Sumifra Ghahrcwarti, Advocate, for Respondent No. i. ‘ 

The Judgment of the Court u'as delivered by 

Hegde, J . — ^This appeal under section i i6-A of the Representation of the Pee pie 
Act, 1951 (to be shortly referred to hereinafter as the Act) is directed against the 
decision of the High Court of Punjab and Haryana in Election Petition No. i of 1968 
on its file. In that election petition, Kundan Singh, the ist respondent to this appeal 
challenged the validity of the returning Officer’s declaration that the appellant has 
been duly elected from the Hoshiarpur Local Authorities Constituency to the Punjab 
Legislative Council in the election held in April, 1968. The High Court came to 
the conclusion that some of the votes polled in that election trere invalid votes and 
if the valid votes alone are taken into consideration, as it sliould have been, then 
the 1st respondent is entitled to be declared elected. It accordingly set aside the 
declaration made in favour of the appellant and declared the 1st respondent as 
having been duly elected. 

We may now briefly state the material facts. In March, 1968, the Hoshiarpur 
Local Authorities Constituency was called upon to elect one member to the Punjab 
Legislative Council. The election calendar was as follows : 

(1) The last date for filing nomination papers — 12-3-1968. 

(2) Date of scrutiny of the nomination papers — 13-3-1968. 

(3) The last date for -irithdrawal of candida’turcs — 16-3-1968. 

(4) Date of polling — 7-4-1968. 

(5) Date of counting and declaration of result — 8-4-1968. 

In that election, as many as five candidates contested. They arc the appellant and 
the respmdcnts herein. On 8th April, 1968, the returning f fficer after counting 
the votes cast declared the appellant to be the successful candidate as he had secured 
one vote m ue than the ist respondent. The ist respondent cliallenged that declara- 
tion in the af •remen tinned election petition on varir-us grounds r.f •\vjiich, at present, 
^ve are only concened trith one, viz., tliat the vote f-f Hari Singh should have been 
held to be a vdd vote as his name was included in the elect' ral roll on 5th April, 
1968, f.c., just two days before the date of po'ling. In his turn the pppellant filed a 
recriminatory petition contending inter alia that he vote (>€ Tarsrm Singh teas void 
as by the time the.poUing took place, he had become a Government servant and the 
votes of two other persons namely Haijindcr Singh and Bahvant Singh ivere vr.id 
as their names were included in the electoral roll after the last date fr-r fi'ir.g n' mina- 
tions for the election. Other grounds taken in the recriminatorj' pctitic n arc not 
relevant for our present purpose. They have not been pressed bcli.rc us. 

The election petition came up for trial before Mahajan, J. The learned Judge 
submitted the following question to a Full Bench for decision : 

“Whetlicr allegation in para. 4 {a) pertaining to the vote of Hari Singh is 
. correct and the vote was void and t\as polled in favour of respondent No. i in 
violation of the Rules and has materially affected the result of the election of 
respondent No. i”. 

The Full Bench by majority came to the conclusion that the vote of Ha:ri Singh 
rvas void as his name was included in the electoral roll of the constituency after the 
last date for making nominations for the election in that constituenej-. Thereafter 
tlic case was sent back to 2 vlahajan, J., for deciding the issues left undecided. On 
the basis of the opinion expressoi by the Full BcncJi, the learned Judge came to the 
conclusion that the votes of Hari Singh, Harjindcr Singh and Balu-ant Singh tvcrc 
void votes. Cmscquently he recounted the votes \-alidly cast and came to the con- 
clusion that the ist respondent had been duly elected. He gave a declaration to 
that effect, . 
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As seen earlier, the main contention in this appeal relates to the true effect of 
snb-section (3) of section 23 of the Representation of People Act, 1950 (to be herein- 
after referred to as “ the 1950 Acd') -which prohibits the deletion of any entrv- or 
inclusion of any name in the electoral roll of a constituency after the last date for 
ma k i n g nominations for an election in that constituency and befr re the c( mpleticn 
of that election. ^Ve have considered the scope of that provision in Baidyarath 
PcTijiar V. Sitaram Mchlo and others'^, in which sve have delivered judgment just now. 
In vietv- of that decision, the viev,- taken by the majority of the Full Bench must be 
held to be correct. 

Evidently under an erroneous impression that Harjinder Singh and Bahvar.t 
Singh had v'>ted against him, the appellant had contended in his recriminatory 
petition that their votes were invalid. But on scrutiny it was found that one of them 
had given his first preference to him. No%\- it is contended on his behalf that as tlie 
1st respondent had not challenged the validity' of those votes, the trial Court co-uJd 
not have excluded firom consideration the vote cast in his favr.ur by one of those 
persons. This is an untena.ble contention. The votes of Harjinder Singh and 
Balwant Singh have been rejected on the ground that their names %vere included in 
the electoral roll in defiance of the mandate given under section 23 (3) of the 195° 
Act. INTiat applies to Hari Singh equally applies to Harjinder Singh and Balwant 
Singh. Tlie fact that the ist respondent did not challenge the validity of those \-otcs 
is immaterial in the circumstances of this case. The election petition and recrimi- 
nat iry petition were parts <"'f one enquirv'. As the validity of these three votes had 
come up fir consideration and as it has been held that those votes are wid votes, it 
necessari’y f l^o.•^\-3 that th^se w-tes must be excluded fro m consideratirm in determi- 
ning tlie result of the election. 

Another contention urged by Shri Hardev Singh is that only the votes of those 
electors who had applied f r the inclusion of their names in tlic electoral roll after the 
period m“nti'nod in secthn 23 (3) of the 1950 Act can be held to be void ; as the 
person wh-’ cast his vote in faw ur of the appellant had appfied for inclusion of }iis name 
some da.ys before the last date for making nominations, the includr.n of lus name 

in the roll after that date wi'l not make his vote vojd. In support of lus contenthn, 

he placed reliance on the decision of the Patna High Court in Rcmsxrarcnp Prasad 
Tadav v. jaga Kishore Prasad hbrain Singh-. The ratio of that decish n has no appfi- 
cation to the facts of the present case. That decision si-as rendered before .sub- 
section (3) nf section 23 of the 1950 Act was incorporated into the 1950 Act, The 
mandate of that pi“'vision is plain and unambiguous. It pro hibits inclusirn of any 
name in the electoral roll after the prescribed date whether the application for inclu- 
sion was made before or after that date. 

The only other contention that remain to be considered is that the High Ourt 
should have held that the vote of Tarsem Singh is im-alid. It is not disputed that 
Tarsem Singh's name finds place in the electoral roll of the constituenev* but the 
argument svas that as he had taken up Government service subsequent to the 
inclusion of his name in the electoral mil, he became disqualified to be a member 
of any local board and therefore he -was not entitled to vote in the election. This 
contention camnot be upheld. Section 62 of the Act provides thus : 

“ 62. (i) No person who is not, and except as expressly provided by this Act, 

evert* person -^cho is. for the time being entered in the electoral roU of any consti- 
tuency shall be entitled to vote in that constituenct*. 

(2) hTo person shall vote at an election in any constituency if he is subject to 
any of the disqualifications referred to in section 16 of the Represenfation of the 
People Act, 1950. 


1. A.I.R. 1070 S.c. 314. 
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(3) No person shall vote at a general election in more than one constitncncy 
of the same class, and if a person votes in more than one such constituency’, his 
votes in all such constituencies shall be void. 

(4) No person shall at any election vote in the same constituency more than 
once, notyvdthstanding that his name may have been registered in the electoim 
roll for that constituency more than once, and if he does so vote, all his votes in 
that constituency shall be void. 

(5) No person shall vote at any election if he is confined in a prison, yvhcthCT 
under a sentence of imprisonment or transportation or otherwise, or is in the lawlul 
custody of the police : 

Provided that nothing in this sub-section shall apply to a person subjected 
to preventive detention under any law for the time being in force.” 

In view of those provisions read ywth section 23 (3) of the 1950 Act every penon who 
is for the time being entered in die electoral roll of a constituency as it stood on the 
last date for making nominations for an election in that constituency is entitled to 
vote unless it is shown that he is prohibited by any of the provisions of the Act h'®™ 
exercising his vote. The prohibitions contained in sub-sections 3, 4 and 5 of section 62 
of the Act do not apply to the case of Tar.sem Singh. Therefore we have to see 
whether the prohibition contained in sub-section (2) applies to his case. That su - 
section says that no pierson shall vote at an election in any constituency if he is subjec 
to any of the disqualifications referred to in section 16 of the 1950 Act. 

This takes us to section 16 of the 1950 Act. It reads thus : 

“ 16 (i) A person shall be disqualified for registration in an electoral roll if he 

(а) is not a citizen of India ; or 

(б) is of unsound mind and stands so declared by a competent Court ; or 

(c) is for the time being disqualified from voting under the provisions of an) 
law relating to corrupt practices and other offences in connection ysith clecUons. 

(2) The name of any person who becomes so disqualified after registration 
shall forthyy’ith the struck off the electoral roll in yvliich it is included : 

Proy'ided that the name of any person struck off the electoral roll of a consti- 
tuency by reason of a disqualification under clause (c) of sub-section (i) ® . j 
forthyvith be re-instated in that roll if such disqualification is, during tlic penod 
such roll is in force, removed under any larv authorizing such removal ”. 

It is not the case of the appellant that Tarsem Singh had incurred any of the 
disqualifications mentioned therein. No other provision of larv in the Act or in any 
other layv yvas brought to oiir notice disqualifying him from e-xercising his vote. 
The right to vote being purely a statutory right, the validity of any y'otc has to be 
examined on the basis of the proy’isions of the Act. We cannot tray'el outside those 
provisions to find out yvhether a particular vote yvas a y’alid vote or not. In 
of section 30 of tire 1950 Act, civil Courts hay’c no jurisdiction to entertain or adjudi- 
cate upon any question yvhether any person is or is not entitled to register him'clf 
in the electoral roll in a constituency’ or to question the illegality of the action taken 
by or under the authority of the electoral registration officer or any decision given 
by any authority appointed under tliat Act for the revision of any such roll. Part TH 
of the 1950 Act deab yvith the preparation of rolls in a constituency. The provisions 
contained therein prescribe the qualifications for being registered as a voter (section 
19), disqualifications yvhich disentitle a person from being registered as a voter 
(section 16), revision of tiie rolls (section 21), correction of entries in tlic electoral 
rolls (section 22) inclusion of the names in tlic electoral rolls (section 23), appeals 
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against orders passed by the coacerned 

24). Sections 14 to 24 of the 1950 Act are in gr ^ j maintenance of 
complete code by themselves in the found in the electoral 

electoral rolk. It is clear from those , before a civil Court or before 

roU are final and they are not open to cha en^ , - t„ 5 jvf. Ramaswamy v. 

a tribunal v-hich considers the vahdity of tlie finality 

B. M. Knshnamurihy and others^ this Court cam chaUenmng the validity 

of the electoral roll cannot be challenged in a proceeding chaUengmg 

tlic election* - - •_ 

For dro reasons mentioned above this appeal faib and .be same ss d.sm.sse 

ivith costsl. Appeal dismissed. 

V.M.K. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

PansmsT :-J. C. Sboh, V. R»— n «to A. N. 

Malkiat Singh and another 

V. _ _ Respondent. 


State of Punjab .Attempt to contravene. .. .any 

Essential Commodittes Act {X of ^ and preparation. 

made under section 3 — M nat ts ^ o' ;c /^ifTerent from 

As a matter of law a preparation for ‘'®^3^”fn''de\-ising or arranging the 
attempt to commit it. The preparation . . offence. On tlie other 

means or measures necessaiy for the co movement towards the commis- 

hand an attempt to commit an offei^e is determining ivhether an act com 

Sion after preparations are made. , Tlie already done are such 

stitutes an attempt or Preparation is wheth e o^ proceed further in its progress, 
that if the offender changes his mind an „rmlpss 

the acts already done would be comple e > ^ attempt on the part of the 


.any order 



appellants to commit uic ^ y merely a “• 

Punjab Paddy (Export Control) ^rder, i 9 o 9 - paddy, which tli^' had on 

is true that the appellants had rio P^rim possible that they might ha 

the Iorr>', outside the State limits, but it is quite poss 

changed" their mind before crossmg the . „ . .tntpd the 4th November, 

Apical by Special Leave rrop .b.Judg.»^^^^^^ 

1965 Of the Punjab High Court in Criminal Revision 
Misc. No. 224 of 1965. 

Prilam Singh Safeer, for Appellants. 

Harhans Singh and R. N. Sachlhey, for Respondent. 

The Judgment of tlie Court w^ delivered b> 

Ri 
of the 

Petition J — 

dismissed. _ October, iq6i Sub-Inspector, Banami 

The case of the prosecution is that on *9 ^ Samalkha Barrier along vi 

Lai of Food and Supplies Department was Malkiat Singh then c^c 

Head Constable Badan Singh and othc . P j ^r of that truck, 

driving truck No. PNU 967- rarmaunds. As the export of padd> 

truck carried 75 bags of paddy ^b ^^ion the truck as also the bags 


trucic earned 75 bags 01 paaQ> . possession 

was contrary- to law, tlie Sub- Inspector too ^ 

1. (1964) 2S.CJ. 26S: (1963) 3 S.C.R. 4/9. 

•Crl.A-Ko. IS6of 1966. 

scj— 60 


8th Kovemhr, I96S, 
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of padd}'. It is alleged that the consignment of paddy -was Booked from I^falerkotla 
on i8th October, 1961 by Q,imat Rai on beh^ of Messrs. Sa^s•an Ram 
ChfranjiLal, The consignee of the paddy was Messrs. Devi DayalBiij Lai of Delhi. 
It is alleged that Qiniat Rai also gave a letter. Exhibit P-3 addressed to the consignee. 
Sa^van Ram and Chiranji Lai were partners of Messrs. Sa-ivan Ram Chiranji Lai 
and thej' were also prosecuted. In the trial Court Malkiat Singh, admitted that he 
was drimng the truck which was loaded ndth 75 bags of pa'ddy and the truck was 
intercepted at Samalkha Barrier. According to Malkiat Singh, he 'svas given the 
paddy by the Transport Company at Malerkotla for being transported to Delhi. 
The Transport Company also gave him a letter assuring him that it ^s’as an authority 
for transporting tire paddy. But it later transpired that it ^vas a personal letter from 
Q,imat Rai to tlie Commission agents at Delhi and that it was not a letter of authority. 
Babu Singh admitted that he was sitting in the truck as a cleaner. The trial Court 
convicted aU the accused persons, but on appeal the Additional Sessions Judge set 
aside tlie comdction of Satvan Ram and Chiranji Lai and afiirmed the con^action of 
Qimat Rai and of the t^vo appellants. The appellants took the matter in Tevision to 
the High Court but the remsion petition was dismissed on 4th November, 1964. 

It is necessary at this stage to reproduce the relevant provisions of the Essential 
Commodities Act, 1955 pC of 1955). Section 3 (i) is to the following effect: 

“ 3. (i) If tlie Central Government is of opinion that it is nec^arj^ or expe- 

dient so to do for maintaining or increasing supplies of any, essential commodity 
or for securing their equitable distribution and availabUitj’ at fair prices, it roay, 
by order, proHde for regulating or prohibiting the production, supply and distn- 
bution thereof and trade and commerce therein.” 

Section 7 States : 

“ 7. (i) If any person contravenes any order made under section 3 — 

(u) he shall be punishable — 

(1) in the case of an order made with reference to clause (A) or clause (t) 
of sub-section (2) of the section, 'with imprisonment for a term which may extend 
to One year and shall also be liable to fine, and 

(it) in the case of any other order, Mtli' imprisonment for a term which may 
extend to three years and shall also be liable to fine : 

Proiided that if the Court is of opinion that a sentence of fine only itill mect 
the ends of justice, it may, for reasons to be recorded, refrain from imposing a 
sentence of imprisonment ; and 

(b) any propern* in respect of which the order has been contravened or such 
part thereof as the Court may deem fit including, in the case of an order relating 
to fbodgyains, any packages, coverings or receptacles in ■which thej' are found and 
any animal, vehicle, vessel or otlier convej'ancc used in carrying foodgrains s.iall 
be forfeited to the Goveirment : 

Provided that if the Court is of opinion that it is not necessary to direct for- 
feiture in respect of the whole or, as the case may be, any part of the property or 
any pachagcs,coverings or receptacles or any animal, vehicle, vessel or otiicr con- 
veyance, it may, for reason to be recorded, refrain from doing so. 

(2) If any^ person to whom a direction is given under clause (b) of mb-section 
^4) of section 3 fails to comply with tlie direction he shall be punishable with impri- 
sonment for a term which may extend to three years, or ^•.•ith fine, or witii both. 

By section 2 of Punjab Act of 1950 tlie Thinjab Legislature added a ncrw 

section, section 7-A in tlie Central Act No. X of 1955 which reads as folloivs : 

“ FoTjAlitTc of certain preprriy used in the corrmiissicn of the ofierxe . — ^VTicn- 
ever any offence relating to foodstuffr which is punishable under section 7 has 
been committed, the Court shall direct that all the packages, coi’cringsorrccepta~ 
clcs in wiiich any property liable to be forfeited under the said section is found and 
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1 • 1 ic /-vr nther conveyances used in carr^dng the said 

all the animals, veliicl«, vessels o » 

property shall be forfeited to the Puniab Paddy 

On 3rd January-, 1959 the inferred by section 3 of 

(Export Ck)ntrol) Order, 1959 m exe of this Order states : 

the Essential CommodiUes Act, 1955 - -t-ara 2 reauires,— 

■ » 2. Definiuons.-ln this Order, unless t e con ^ 

m • paddy f means rice m rf ,he State of Pnnjab.” 

(f) ‘ State Govcrrment means the uo e 
Para. 3 of the Order provides as follows : 


rder provides as lotiuv^o . ^ ^ export or 

“ Restrictions on export of paddy. ^No j^-l^^ccordance wth a permit issued by 
abet the export of paddy except un er ^ ^ State Government m 

the State Government or- any officer authorised oy 

behalf: ^ 


ilf : ■ . I, u omralv to tire export of paddy, 

Prordded that nothing ^ ^ j^^^afide traveller as part of hi® 

(i) not exceeding five seers m ueig 
luggage; or 

(n) on Government account ; or „ 

(«i) under and in accordance r ^ „t,„ther upon the facts found 

The quesrion to be considjed in '^re^^PPlfErBarrSr wlS 


to be considered in this appeal IS w e 1 pgHants. It is not 

by thV WComts any offence h^^ bee" ^Sopped at SaSwia Barri^er ^ 

dLputed that the truck carrprg the Pf themS 

is 32 miles from Delhi. It is also ^ot disputed^t^^.^^ j^^Uri. It 

rvas, at the relevant point of time, at a ® outside the pp-^jnside the 

endent that tliere has been no seized at Samalkha^^ 

case. 


;:aU^;^rde;;;nt 7 oint of time, at about^^^^^^^ 

eiddent that tlrere has been no^por P seized at Samalkha ^ntlrin 

case. The truck rsith the loaded P/d^^rS was no export of 
Punjab boundary'. It follows them or p (Export Control) ^ ^ the 

the meaning of Para 2 (fz) of ^"jtJofdent that tlrere rvas an ^ t to 
rvas however argued on behalf of tlccr p so there r\as , . .^jnent 

part of tire appellants to transport P^ there is uo substance in commit 

commit the offence of export. In P . ’ the part of the appe Jan^^ „r,nellant. 

rr„ — r — r„, 1 was no attempt j- 


part of tire appellants to transport p / . there is nosubstan commit 

commit the offence of export. In P . ’ the part of the appo appellant. 

On the facts found, there was no Oration on tire part from 

*c offence of enport. It wac > J”SnU.mg .» »®"“ “4Smcant 

and as a matter of larv a prepara consists in dcrasing or a ° ^ hand, an 

attemp. ,o commit it. The PrepamttTO o„ *' »;JSsti» ito 

or measures necessary for the . movement towards ti attempt to 

attempt to commit the offence is ^ /Iirect mo^ convicted ot oa^a^^K 


or measures necessary for the ^Wement towards me , to 

attempt to commit the offence is f /Iirect mo^ convicted of ojr^a^F 

preparations are made. In order have had an -cizr of a criminal 

commit a crime, he must be showm hich constitutes tire ac ^j£h- 

ofience, and secondly to have done an ^ ^ question of law w ri merely pre- 

attempt. The sufficiency of tire act • v j o- betivcen acts proximate to 

culty because of tire necessity of ^rose which aresuffiemnff ^P 

paratory to the commission of a cnmCj n ^^y^ box of intended 

it to amount to an attempt to commi • j^^^rly it may be pr convicted of this 
be coni-ictcd of attempted arson, horv chie. Nor can jj- hends 

to set fire to a harxtack at the time o matches in his po ’ rcciving tirat he 

offence if he approaches the stack r .jhch he extinguish^ P cs Stephen, 
do^^•n near the stack and lights attempt to bum it. 

is being watched, he may be guilty of an at^^ j foUoux ^ ^ 

in his Digest of Criminal Law, Artic 5 s ^ j fXTTninsr part ol 


acts 


i D1S« rdri;»mri-I.a.vrArt^^^^ 5 ". ■*“»= , ofP scri«of 

:ts wlrich would constitute its ac 
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point at which such a series of acts begins cannot be defined, but depends upon the 
circumstances of each particular case.” 

The test for determining whether the act of the appellants constituted an attempt 
or preparation is ^vhether the overt acts already done are such that if the offender 
changes his mind and does not proceed further in its progress, the acts already done 
would be completely harmless. In the present case it is quite possible that the appel- 
lants may have been warned that they had no licence to carrj' the paddy and they 
may have changed their mind at any place betss'een Samalkha Barrier and tlie 
Delhi-Punjab boundary' and not have proceeded further in their journey. Section 8 
of the Essential Commodities Act States that “ any person svho attempts to contravene 
or abets a contravention of, any order made under section 3 shall be deemed to have 
contravened that order.” But there is no prosasion in the Act which makes a pre- 
paration to commit an offence punishable. It foUoss’S therefore that tlie appellants 
should not have been convicted under section 7 of the Essential Commodities Act. 

For these reasons \ve allow this appeal and set aside the conviction of the appel' 
lants under section 7 of the Essential Commodities Act and the sentence of fine 
imposed upon each of them. IVe also set aside the conviction and sentence of Qimat 
Rai and the order of forfeiture passed by the trial Magistrate rrith regard to 75 bags of 
paddy and truck No. PNU 967. The fines, if paid by any of the convicted persons 
must be refunded. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. RAM.AS\s'Asn and A.N. Grotor, JJ. 
Smt. Sitabai and another • • Appellants*- 

V. 

Ramchandra • • Rapondent. 

Hindu Law — Hindu undivided family — Temporary reduction of the coparcenary unit to a 
single individual — Its effect on joint property, 

Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act, {LXXVIII of 1956), sections ir, 12 and 14 — 
Interpretation — Widow adopting a child — Adopted child, if becomes the son of the deceased 
husband — Ties of the child in the family of his birth, if become completely severed. 

The property rvltich ^s'as the joint family property of the Hindu undivided 
family did not cease to be so because, of the “ temporary' reduction of the copar- 
cenary' unit to a single Individual ”. The character of the property, viz., that it 
sras the joint property' of a Hindu undivided family, remained die same. 

It is clear on a reading of the main part of section 12 and sub-section (ri) of 
section 1 1 of the Act (LXXVIII of 1956) that the effect of adoption under the Act 
is that it brings about severance of aU ties of tlic child gjvcn in the farnilv of his or 
her birth. Tlic child altogether ceases to have any' ties with the family' of his 
bbtli. Correspondingly', these very' tics are automatically replaced by those 
created by' adoption in the adoptive family. The legal effect of giving the child 
in adoption must therefore be to transfer the cliild from tlic family' of its birth to 
the family of its adoption. The result is, as mentioned in section 14 (i) namely' 
irhcre a trife is living, tltc adoption by the husband results in the adoption of the 
child by both tlicsc spouses; the child is not only' the child of the adoptive father 
but also of the adoptive mother. In case of there Ircing tsvo -wives, the child 
becomes tlie adoptive child of the senior-most wife in marriage, the junior wife 
becoming tlic step-mother of the adopted child. Even when a -vridower or a 
bcchclor adopts a child, and he gets married subsequent to the adoption, hLs wife 
becomes the step-mother of tltc child. When a widow or an unmarried woman 
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adopts a child, auy husband she marries subsequent to adoption becomes the step- 
father of the adopted child. The scheme of sections ii and 12, therefore, is that 
in the case of adoption by an ridow the adopted child becomes absorbed in the 
adoptive family to \vhich the wdo-w belonged. In other words the child adopted is 
tied -^rith the relationsliip of sonship -nith the deceased husband of the widow. 
The other collateral relations of the husband would be connected with the child 
through that deceased husband of the ^vidow. It is true that section 14 does not 
expressly state tliat the child adopted by the uidow becomes the adopted son of the 
husband of the ridow. But it is a necessary implication of sections iq and 14 of 
the Act that a son adopted by the ^vidow becomes a son not only of the wdow but 
also of the deceased husband. It is for this reason that we find in sub-section (4) 
of section 14 a provision that •^vhere a widow’adopts a child and subsequently 
marries a husband, the husband becomes the “step-father ” of the adopted child. 
It is not correct to say that the rights of the Inamdar’s tenants were not heritable 
under the Madhya Bharat Land Revenue and Tenancy Act, 1950. Because, 
section 86 which contains provisions with regard to mutation of names, applies 
to all tenants and contemplates heritability and transferability of the rights of a 
tenant or sub-tenant. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Decree dated the 7th Septem- 
ber, 1965 of the Madhya Pradesh High Coturt, Indore Bench in Second Appeal No, 
2 75 of 1962. 

M. C. Chcgla, Senior Advocate (A. If. Nag, Advocate, with him), for Appellants. 

K. A. Chitale and R. Gopalkrishnan, Advocates, for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Ramaswami, J . — ^This appeal is brought by Special Leave from tlie judoment of 
the Madhya Pradesh High Court dated 7th September, 1965 in Second Appeal 
No. 275 of 1962. 

Dulichand and Bhagirath were brotliers and the properties concerned are 
according to tlie written statement of the defendant himself, ancestral. - Plaintiff 
Sitabai is the widow of Bhagirath, who predeceased Dulichand, his elder brother 
sometime in 1930. It is the admitted case of both the parties tliat after Bhagirath 
died, the plaintiff Sitabai was living with Dulichand as a result of wliich connection 
an illegitimate child defendant Ramchandra was bom in 1935. Dulichand died 
on igtli March, 1958. Sometime before his death Sitabai adopted plaintiff No. 2 
Suresh Chandra and an adoption deed was executed on 4th March, 1958. After 
the death of Dulichand, Ramchandra took possession of the joint family properties. 
The plaintiff therefore brought the present siut for ejectment of the defendant 
Ramchandra, tlie illegitimate son of Dulichand from tlie disputed properties. The 
suit was contested by the defendant on the ground that Dulichand had in his life- 
time surrendered tlie lands to tlie Jagirdar who made re-setdement of the same with 
the defendant. As regards the liouse die contention of die defendant was that 
Dulichand had executed a will before Ids death making a bequest of his house entirely 
to him. The trial Court decided all die issues in favour of the plaintiff and granted 
the plaintiffs a decree for possession widi regard to the land and the house. The 
defendant took die matter in appeal to the District Judge who modified the decree. 
The District Judge took the view that the will executed by Dulichand was valid so far 
as half of his share in the house was concerned and, therefore, defendant was cn tided 
to claim half die share of the house in dispute. The defendant preferred a second 
appeal before the Madhya Pradesh High Court ivhich reversed the decree of the 
lower Courts and held that die plaindff was not endded to any relief and die suit 
should be dismissed in its enUicty. The High Court held that plaindff No. 2 
became the son of plaindff No. i in 1058 from the date of adoption and did not 
obtain any coparcenary interest in the joint family properties. The High Court 
thought diat on die date of adpdon Dulichand was the sole coparcener and diere was 
nobody else to take a share of Ids property and plaindff No. 2 had no concern vrith 
the coparcenary property in the han^ of Dulichand. 
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The first question to be considered in this appeal is whether the High Court 
.was right in holding that plaintiff Ho. 2 Suresh Chandra at the time of his adoption 
by plaintiff No. i did not become a coparcener of Dulichand in the joint family 
properties. It is the admitted case of both the parties that the properties consisted of 
^icuitural land and a house jointly held by Bhagiratli and Dulichand. After the 
death of Bhagirath, Dulichand became the sole surviving coparcener of the joint 
family. At the time -when plaintiff No. 2 Suresh Chandra was adopted the joint 
family still continued to exist and the disputed properties retained their character of 
coparcenaiy' properties. It has been jrointed out in Gowli Buddanna v. Commissioner 
of Income-tax, Mysore\ that under the I&du system of law a joint family may consist 
of a single male member and uidows of deceased male members and that the property 
of a joint family did not cease to belong to a joint family merely because the family is 
represented by a single coparcener svho possesses rights which an absolute owner of 
property may possess. In that case, one Buddappa, his svife, his two unmarried 
daughters and his unmarried son, Buddanna, were members of a Hindu undivided 
family. Buddappa died and after his death the question arose whether the income 
of the properties held by Buddanna as the sole surs'iving coparcener was assessable 
as the in(fividual income of Buddanna or as the income of the Hindu undivided 
family. It was held by this Court tliat since the property which came into the 
hands of Buddanna as the. sole surviving coparcener was originally joint family 
•property, it did not cease to belong to the joint family and income from it was assessa- 
ble in the hands of Buddanna as income of the Hindu undivided family. As pointed 
out by the Judicial Committee in Attorney-General of Ceylon v. A.R. Arunachalam 
Chetliar-, it is only by analj’sing the nature of the righs of the members of the 
undivided family, botli those in being and those yet to be born, that it can be, deter- 
mined whether the family property can properly be described as ‘joint property’ of 
the undivided family. In that case one Arunachalam Chettiar and his son consti- 
tuted a joint family governed by the Mitakshara school of Hindu law. The father 
and son were domiciled in Inia and had trading and other interests in India, 
Ceylon and Far Eastern countries. The undivided son died in 1934 and Aruna- 
ch^am became the sole surviving coparcener in the Hindu undisidcd family to 
which a number of female members belonged. Arunachalam died in 1938, shortly 
after the Estate Ordinance No. i of 1938 came into operation in Ceylon. By section 
73 of the Ordinance it was provided that property passing on the death of a member 
of the Hindu tmdivided family was exempt from payment of estate duty. On a 
claim to estate duty in respect of Arunachalam’s estate in Ceylon, the Judicial Com- 
mittee held that Arunachalam tvas at his death a member of the Hindu tmdivided 
family, the same undivided family of which his son, when alive, -was a member and 
of which the continuity tvas preserved after Arunachalam’s death by adoption made 
by the tvidows of the family and since the undivided family continued to persist, 
the- property in the hands of Arunachalam as a single coparcener was the property 
of the Hindu undi-vided family. The Judicial Committee observe at page 543 of 
the report : 

“ though it may be correct to speak of him as the ‘owner ’, yet it is 

still correct to describe that which he owns as the joint family property. For his 
ovmership is such that upon the adoption of a son it asstunes a different quality ; 
it is such, too, that female members of the family (whose members may increase) 
have a right to maintenance out of it and in some circumstances to a charge for' 
maintenance upon it. And these are incidents which arise, nousithstanding his 
so-called ownership, just because the property has been and has not ceased to be 
joint family property. Once ag.ain their Lordships quote from the judgment of 
Gratiaen, J : “To my mind it would make a mockeiy of the undiwded family 
system if this temporary reduction of the coparccncrj'unit to a single individual -were 
to convert what was previously joint property belonging to an undivided family into 
the separate property of the survisting coparcener.’’ To tlus it may be added tiiat 

1. (J966) 1 S.CJ. 6S6 ; (1966) 1 I.TJ. 576: 

(1966) 60 I.T.R. 293. 


2- L.R. (1957) A.C. 540 . 
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it\v*otdd not appear reasonable to impart to the L^slature the intention to dis- 
criminate, so long as the family itself subsists, beUv'een property in the hands 
of a single coparcener and that in the hands of ttvo or more coparceners,” 

The basis of the decision svas that the property svhich was the joint fasnily prcperty 
of the Hindu rmdivided family did not cease to be so because of the “temporary 
reduction of the coparcenary' unit to a single individual ”, The character of the 
property-, viz., that it rvas the joint property' of a Hindu rmdivided family, remained 
the same. Applying the principle to the present case, after the death of Bhagirath 
the joint family' property continued to retain its character in the hands of Duiichand 
as the wido'.v' of Bhagirath was still alive and continued to enjoy the right of mainten- 
ance out of the joint family' properties. 

The question next arises whether Suresh Chandra, plaintiff No. 2, when he was 
adopted by Bhagirath's widow he became a cx>parcener of Duiichand in the Hindu 
joint family properties. The High G.urt has taken the view that Smesh Chandra 
became the son of plaintiff No. i with effect from 1958 and plaintiff No. 2 runld not 
becom i the ad ipted son ofBhagirathinHewof the pn -visions of the Hindu Adoptions 
and' iMrintenance Act, 1956 (LXXVIII of 1956}. It rv-as argued on behalf 
of the appellant that the High Cjurt was in error in h/lding that the necessary conse- 
quence of a widnv ad >pdng a son under the provisions of Act LXXVTII of 1956 
was that the ad -ptee w >uld be the adopted son of the rvidosv and not i-f her deceased 
husband. In (ur view the argument put fonvard on behalf of the appellant is well- 
founded and must be accepted as correct. Section 5 (i) of Act LXX\'TII of 1956 
states : 

“ (i) No adnpdon shall be made after the commencement of this Act by or 
to a Hindu except in accordance with the provisions contained in this chapter . . ” 

Section 6 deals with the requisites of a valid adoption and pro\ides: 

“ No adoption shaU be t'alid tmless — 

(i) the person adopting has the capacity, and also the right, to take in adop- 
tion ; 

(it) the person gh'ing in adoption has the capacity to do so ; 

(tit) the person adopted is capable of being taken in adoption ; and 

(ir) the adoption is made in compliance with the other conditions mentioned 
in this Chapter.” 

Sections 7 and 8 relate to the capacity' of a male Hindu and a female Hindu to take 
in adoption. Under section 7 any male Hindu ■svho is of sound mind and is not a 
minor has the capacity to take a son or a daughter in adoption. If he is married, 
he requires the consent of his ^vife in connection with the adoption. A person ha\'ing 
more than one ^rife is required to have the consent of all his wives. Under section 8, 
any female Hindu, ■vvho is of sound mind and not a minor is stated to have capacity 
to take a son or a daughter in adoption. The language of this section show that 
all females except a wife have capacity to adopt a son or a daughter. Thus, an 
unmarried female or a divorce or a avidoav' has the legal capacity to take a son or a 
daughter in adoption. Section 1 1 relates to “other conditions for a valid adoption” 
Clause (vi) of section 1 1 states : 

iri) the child to be adopted must be actually' given and taken in adoption 
by the parents or guardian concerned or under their authority witix intent to 
transfer the child ^m the family of its birth to the family' of its adoption :” 

Section 12 enacts : 

".•\n adopted child shall be deemed to be the child of his or her adoptive father 
or mother for all purposes with effect from the date of the adoption and from such 
date all the ties of the child in the family' of his oqher birth shall be deemed to be 
severed and replaced by those created by.the adoption in the adoptive family ' ; 



ICT supiste COURT ioURJiAL. 


Provided that — 

{a) * * * * * 

ib) ^ * * * * 

(c) the adopted child shall not divest any pereon of any estate tvhich vested 
in him or her before the adoption.” 

Section 14 provides : 

“ (i) ^\^lere a Hindu who has a wife living adopts a childj she shall be 
deemed to be the adoptive mother. 

(2) INTiere an adoption has been made t\ith the consent of more than cne 
wife, the senior most in marriage among them shaU be deemed to be the adop- 
tive mother and the others to' be step-mothers. 


(3) ^^^lere a widower or a bachelor adopts any child, any ^^-ife whom he 
subsequently marries shall be deemed to be the step-mother of the adopted child. 

(4) IVliere a widow or an unmarried tvoman adopts a child, any husband 
whom she marries subsequently shall be deemed to be the step-father of the adop- 
ted child.”- 

It is clear on a reading of the main part of section 12 and sub-section (rr) of 
section 1 1 that the effect of adoption under the Act is that it beings abc ut severance 
of all ties of the child given in adoption in the family of his or her birth. The 
child altogether ceases to have any ties with the family of his birth. Cc'rrespondingly, 
these very ties are automatically replaced by those created by the adc prion in 
the adoptive family. The legal effect of giving the child in adopric n must therefore 
be to transfer the child from the family of its birth to the family of its adr prion. 
The result is, as mentioned in section 14 (i) namely -vvhere a -vrife is liwng, adoption 
by the husband results in the adoption of the cliild by both these spouses; the child 
is not only the child of the adoptive father but also of the adoptive motlier. In 
case of there being tivo -wives, the child becomes the ado'ptive child of the senior- 
most wife in marriage, the junior -ss-ife becoming the step-mother of the adopted 
child. Even when a widower or a bachelor adopts a child, and he gets married 
subsequent to the adoption, his trife becomes the step-mother of the adopted child. 
^^^^en a wridow or an unmarried woman adopts a chiM, any h-usband she marries 
subsequent to adoption becomes the step-father of the adopted child. The scheme 
of sections ir and 12, therefore, is that in the case of adoption by a sridow the 
adopted child becomes absorbed in the adoptive famiiy to -which the wide w belonged. 
In other words the child adopted is tied witli the relationship of sonship -vs-ith the 
deceased husband of the -^\•ido'^^•. The other collateral relations of the husband 
would be connected with the child through that deceased h-usband of the -widow. 
For instance, the husband’s brother would necessarily be the uncle of the adrplcd 
child. The daughter of the adoptive mother (and father) would necessarily be the 
sister of the adopted son, and in tliis tray, the adopted son would become a member 
of the widow’s family, -\rith the tics of relationship udth the deceased h-usband of 
the widow as his adoptive father. It is true that section 14 of the Act does not 
cjqjressly state that the child adopted by the widosr faccomes the adopted son of the 
husband of the -widow. But it is a necessary implication of sections 21 and 14 of 
the Act that a son adopted by the widow becc-mes a son not only of the -iridow but 
also of the deceased husband. It is for this reason that we find in sub-scctir-n (4) 
of section 14 a provision that where a widow adopts a child and subsequently 
marries a husband, the husband becomes tlic “ step-father ” of the adf pted child. 
The true affect and interprctiMonof scctirns 1 1 and 12 of Act No. LXXVIII of 1056 
therefore is that when cither of the spouses ade pts a cliild, all the tics of the child 
in the family of his or her birth become completely severed and these arc all replaced 
by those created by the adoption in tlie adoptive famiiy. In other ts-ords the result 
of adoption by cither spouse is that the adoptive child becomes the child of both 
the spouses. This vieiv is borne out by the decision of the Be-mbay High Court in 
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In support of his contention that the present suit is not maintainable, the appel- 
lant relies on the following observations of Hegde, J.— 

“ When the Commissioner sets aside the order passed by the 

«;int for eicctinff a tenant, the order of the Conns- 
granting perms t cancels the permission granted by the District Magistrate 

sioner preva*. If '» ^ Instituted’^ by the plaintiff without 

awaiting his d“ision“^must be treated as one filed without any valid pemuss.on 
by the District Magistrate."’ 

Having regard to »^X‘s5ion 3 F7b“i.re irr^p.^i^hif 1 W 

?on wa7.tof3’’iT'.he 3 (3). But ffte ordjunder 

Sion was ,c. J ^ ^5idc by the State Government under section y-F during 

section 3 (3) ' Tim quLion is what is the effect of this order under sec- 

thependen^ ofthe spU. Commissioner under 

tion 7-F. Now, 3 WJ P ^ ^e^ssed by the State Government under section 

sertion 3(3) isju u^der section y-F sets aside the order of the 

• • ryn f'r rpvokinff thc permission,the order under section 3 ( i ) granting pemus- 
SrS^reS that there is an effective permission to institute the 

suit under section 3 (i) and the suit is validly instituted. 

Tn Bhhevan Das's case\ the suit was validly instituted after obtaining permssion 
In ntia^an u ,1,.,. crrtlnn <x The State uovemment could not 

from The Con^^ssione^ ^^^^^ ^3^^ present case 

render SI 15 ji„ instituted after obtaining permission from the Rent Control and 
the suit was Theeffectofthe orderofthe Commissioner 

ZvZ STSSssSrwas thll the suit became incompetent, pe State Govern- 
Tevoki g P a section y-F had power to revise and set aside the Commissioner s 

competent. . • u 

Th^ order of the State Government after stating that in the interwt of jmticc the 
t- ^1 u f.ravailable to the landlord for his use, set aside the Commissioner s 
house shoul ‘ result was that the order of thc Rent Control and 

order under" section 3 (3)j ctond restored. The further direction 


order under section TtoorreTored. The farther direction 

S'SicTrShat the landlord “ is advised to file a suit for eviction from the house in 


- .1 A tho lancuora is advised to file a suit for eviction from the house in 

in the order . onnosite party in a civil Court under section 3 of thc Act, -which 
dispute Iftcr the date of thc order” really means that the 

toliord had “Sid permimon «, institute thc suit. Thc suit was therefore mamtam- 
"able. 

• In thc result, thc appeal is dismissed. There will no order as to costs. 

Appeal dismissed. 


s c J — 69 


1. C.A. No. 1617 of 1968 decided on 9-9-1968. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Presect : — G.K. Mitter akd K.S. Hegde, JJ. 

Virji Ram Sutaria . . Appellant* 

V. 

Nathalal Premji Bhanvadia and others . . Respondents. 

Constitution of India (1950) Article 173 — Scope — Requirement as to subscription to an oath 

or affirmation in the prescribed form — Substantial compliance with — Sufficiency. 

The essential requirement of Article 173 (a) of the Constitution as far as 
material for the present case, is that in order to be qualified to be chosen to fill 
a seat in the Legislature of a State a person (t) must be -a citizen of India and 
(«) must makeandsubscribe before a person duly authorised an oath or affirmation 
according to the form set out for the purpose in the Third Schedule. 

The real purpose of the oath is that the person concerned must give an 
undertaking to bear true faith and allegiance to the Constitution and uphold the 
sovereignty and integrity of India. 

Non-compliance -wnth the provisions of a statute or Constitution \sill not neces- 
sarily render a proceeding invalid if by considering its nature, its design and the 
consequences which follow from its non-observance one is not 1^ to .the conclusion 
that the Legislature or the Constitution-makers intended that there shoidd be no 
departure from the strict words used. 

In the present case, the essential requirement of Article 173 read ssilh Form 
VH-A svas that the person taking the oath or making the affiraiation trould bear 
true faith and allegiance to the Constitution and uphold the sovereignty and 
integrity of India. The words which precede this portion are merely descrip- 
tive of the person and of his nomination as a candidate. It is reasonable to think 
that a mere mis-print in the form of the oath or a mere inaccuracy in rendering 
the expression “ Legislative Assembly ” in Gujarati swuld not be fatal to the elec- 
tion of candidate to Legislative Assembly, if othennse s'alid. 

Appeal under section 116-A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 from the 
Judgment and Order dated the 17th and i8th January, 1968 of the Gujarat High 
Court in Election Petition No. 2 of 1967. 

Mrs. Shyamla Pappu, M.K. Ramamurtki and VineeVKumar, Advocates for Appellant. 

Bishan Karain, Senior Advocate (JD.JI. Misra, Advocate for Messrs. J.B. 
Dadachanji and Go., with him) for Respondent No. i. 

The Judgment of the Court svas delivered by 

Mitter, J . — The only question raised in this appeal from a judgment and order 
of the High Court of Gujarat dismissing an election petition'is, whether the returned 
candidate was not qualified to be chosen to fill a seat of the State Legislative 
Assembly inasmuch as he did not subscribe ^ an oath or affirmation according to 
the form set out for the purpose in theThirdScheduIc to the Constitution as prescribed 
tmder Article 173 thereof. 

The relevant facts may be stated as fofiot^ : The notification of the Governor 
of Gujarat under section 15 (2) of the Representation of the People Act of 1951 for 
the purpose of election to the Gujarat Slate Legislative Assembly -was issued on 13th 
January, 1967. Nomination papers were filed by several persons including the 
TTCtum^ candidate and the scrutiny tliercof was made on 21st January, 1967. TIic 
poll took place oniStliFsbruary, 1967 and the result declared on 27th February', 1967 
showing the returned candidate svinning comfortably by a margin exceeding 3,800 
votes over Iris nearest rival. One of the grounds taken in the election petition was 
that immediately after the scrutiny of the nomination papers, tlie third respondent to 


•C.A.No.nS0ori968. 


4 th November, 1968. 
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the electioa petition, has filed a written objection before the Returning Ofiicer con- 
tending that the returned candidate had not taken oath properly and on the same 
ground he along vdth respondents 2 and 4 were not qualified to be chosen and their 
nomination papers should be rejected. 'Riis contention teas turned down by the 
Returning Officer and was also negatived by learned Judge ivho heard the election 
petition and in this appeal the unsuccessful petitioner has only pressed this ground. 

The relevant portion of Article 173 of the Constitution reads as folios vs ; — 

“ A person shall not be qualified to be chosen to fill a seat in the Legislature of a 
State unless he 

(fl) is a citizen of India, and makes and subscribes befbie some person 
authorised in that behalf by the Election Commission an oath or affirmation, 
according to the form set out for the purpose in the Third Schedule ; 

(Q and (r) * V’ 

The Third Schedule contains various forms of oath or affirmation. Form VII-Aj- 
the relevant form for the present purpose is, as follows : 

“ Form of oath or affirmation to be m ade by a candidate for election to the 
Le^lature of State : — 

“ I, A.B., having been nominated as a candidate to fill a seat in the Legislative 

swear in the name of God 

Assembly (or Lc^slative Council), do that I will 

solemnly affirm 

bear true faith and allegiance to the Constitution of India as by law established 
and that I will uphold the sovereignty and integritv’ of India.” 

The returned candidate had filed three nomination papers with three different 
proposers on 20th Januarv', 1967. Each of the three nomination papers clearly 
mentioned that he was a candidate for election to fill a seat in the Vidhan Sabha for 
the Gujarat State, i.e., Legislative Assembly of the State. The nomination paper of 
the returned candidate contained a form of oath or affirmation which was both in 
Gujarati as u-ell as in English. The English form followed word for word Form 
Jso. as set out in the Third Schedule, to the Constitution and the Gujarati form 
purported to set out the Gujarati translation of the form of oath or affirmation. 
The relevant difierence for the purpose of this appeal between the two forms lay 
in this that the words “ L^islativc Assemblv ” in the form in English were translated 
in Gujarati form as "Rajya Sabha” and the appellant’s contention before the High 
Court and before us rested solely on the use of this vTOrd which according to learned 
Counsel v\-ent to show that the oath that was taken was for the purposes of filling 
a seat not in thcLegislativcAssembly of the State but in the Legislative Council of the 
State. At the hearing of the petition before the High Court the returned candidate 
gave evidence to the effect that he had taken the oath not according to the words in 
the Gujarati form but according to the translation of the words in the English form 
rendered by the Returning Officer. The Returning Officer was merely called to 
produce some documents but he was not put on oath nor vvus he asked any question 
to corroborate the testimony of tiie returned candidate. T he High Covirt did not 
accept tliis testimony and we sec no reason to come to any different conclusion. 

IVc must therefore proceed on the basis that tiic returned candidate took tlic 
oath according to the words of tlic Gujarati form. Itvs-as argued before us tiiat ‘Rajya 
Sabha ’ means tlic Legislative Council of the State and not the Legislative .Asscmbly 
of the State and consequently the oatii taken did not fulfil the requirements of 
Article 1 73 (e) of ffic Constimtion. _^Vc were not rclcircd to any official translation 
of tiic expression “ Legislative Assembly ” in Gujarati. The word “ sabha ’’ means 
a gathering or a meeting or an assembly of persons for a definite purpose. Giving 
the word “ sabha ” the said meaning in the c-xpression ‘ Rajya Sabha ’ it would not 
be possible to hold that tlic oath was not in compHance vsith the form prescribed in 
Article 173 (o) of tlic Constitution. No doubt by common parlance in many of 
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the States in Northern India the expression ‘ Rajya Sabha’ has come to mean the 
Legislative Council of a State while the State Legislative Assembly is generally known 
as Rajya Vidhan Sabha. But in the absence of any authoritative translation of the 
■expression “ State Legislative Assembly ” in Gujarati we cannot guide ourselves by 
the popular rendering of the expression. In this connection it is necessary to men- 
tion that in the State of Gujarat there is no Legislative Council of the State. The 
Legislature consists of one house only, namely, the State Legislative Assembly. There 
could therefore be no misapprehension either in the person taking the oath or in the 
Returning OflScer when he w’as accepting the nomination paper wdth the oath in 
■Gujarati form that the candidate who afterwards won the election svas being nomi- 
nated as a candidate to fill a seat in the Legislative Council of the State and not in the 
Legislative Assembly. 

The High Court held that there was substantial compliance ivith the requirements 
■of Article 173 (al of the Constitution in the circumstances surrounding the making 
nnd the subscribing of the oath even if the compliance was not literal. We are in full 
agreement ivith that view. The essential requirement of Article r 73 (a) of the Consti- 
tution for our present purpose is that in order to be qualified to be chosen to fill a 
seat in the Legislature of a State, a person (t) must be a citizen of India and (ri) must 
xnake and subscribe before a person duly authorised an oath or affirmation accord- 
ing to the form set out for the purpose in the Third Schedule. Form VII-A contains 
the following essential requirements : 

(1) The person taking the oath or making the affirmation must have bren 
nominated as a candidate to fill a seat in the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
•Council ; 

(2) that he mU bear true faith and allegiance to the Constitution of India 
as by laiv established ; and 

(3) that he svill uphold the sovereignty and integrity of India. 

‘The vital requirements, therefore, are (a) the securing of a nomination, and (J) dccla“ 
ration of bearing true faith and allegiance to the Constitution and prom’se to 
uphold the sovereignty and integrity of India. The securing of a nomination precedes 
the making of a declaration. The real prurpose of the oath is that the jicrson con- 
cerned must give an undertaking to bear true faith and allegiance to the Constitution 
-and uphold the sovereignty and integrity of India. This is brought out by_ the 
Statement of objects and reasons to the Bill No. i of 19^3 seeking to amend Articles 
ig, 84 and 173 of the Constitution. The statement of objects and reasons notes the 
recommendation of the Committee on National Integration and Rt^onalim and 
its viesv ‘‘that every candidate for the membership of a State Legislature or Parliament 
and every aspirant to, and inciunbent of, public office should pledge lumself to 
uphold the Constitution and to preserve the integrity and sovereignty of the Union 
and that forms of oath in the Third Schedule to the Constitution should be suitably 
amended for the purpose ”. The Bill proposed to give effect to the recommendation 
by amending clattses (2), (3) and (4) of Article 19 as also Airticles 84 and 173 and the 
forms of oath in the Third Schedule. The words in the form of oath in FormVlI-A, 

“ I niU uphold the sovereignty and integrity of India ” 

vs ere inserted by the Constitution (Fifteenth Amendment) Act, 1963 giving effect to 
the view of the said Committee. 

As the essential requirements of the oath given in the form in tiie Tiiird Schedule 
were not deviated from in the Gujarati form used in tliis ease, we cannot hold that 
the oath subscribed in tins case v^’as not in compliance with Article 173 merely 
because of the popular meaning of the expression * Rajya Sabha ’. 

The real question is, whether the deviation, if any, from tlie form of oath in 
JEnglish as contained in the Third Schedule is so vital as to lead to the conclusion 
- that no proper oatli tvas taken by the returned candidate. There hate been many 
instances vshere this Court lias held that a substantial compliance vrith tlic statute 
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or with the rules framed thereunder is enough even if there be no literal compliance 
and in our viesv, there is no reason to adopt a difierent line of reasoning in the con- 
struction and interpretation of the Constitution. In all such cases, one must con- 
sider the real purpose of the provision whether statutory' or constitutional, to find 
out whether notwithstanding the apparently mandatory form of the words used any* 
desrUation therefrom was to he struck down. 

One of the questions svhich came up for consideration in Kamaraja hadar v. 
Kite'S Thsi:c:r\ svas whether the election petition ought to have been rejected merely 
because the deposit prosiiided for under section 117 of the Representation of the 
People Act was made in favour of the Election Commission and not in favour of the 
Secretary to the Elecdon Commissiou as provided for iu the said section. Turning 
down the argument advanced for rejecting the elecdoa peddon it v.-as obsers'ed : 

“What is of the essence of the provision contained in secdon 1 1 7 is that the ped- 
doner should furnish security for the costs of the pedtion, and should enclose along 
vdth the peddon a Government Treasury receipt showing that a deposit of one 
thousand rupees has been made byhinj either in a Government Treasury or in the 
Reserv'e Bank of India, is at the disposal of the Election Commission to be utilised 
by it in the marmer authorised by law ” 

In M’^rcjh:P^^ShjcmRc:r.Kt!::r.arv-. RscpSinghRcthoTe\ou.eo^ the points urged 
against the petitioner svas that there was non-compliance with the provisions of 
section 81 fs) of the Representation of the People Act because the copy of the elec- 
tion petition served on the appellant was not a true copy of the original filed before 
the Election Commission- Rejecting the said contention it was said : 

" the word “ copy ” in sub-section Cs) of section 81 does not mean an 

absolutely esact copy, but means that the copy shall be so true that nobody cau 
by any possibtiity misunderstand it.” 

To the similar eSect is the judgment in Gh, Subhsrao v. Alembrr, EUcticn Tribtoiclt 
HjdiTchcd\ 

In StcU of U.P. v. Matbodher. Lcl Srkasteza*^, one of the contentions u^ed on 
behalf of the respondent who was reduced in rank after departmental enquiry, was 
that the order of the Government %vas invalid fornon-complfance with the provisions 
of Article 320 ( 3 } (r) of the Constitution which read litci^y made it obligatory' for 
the Government of India dr a Government of a State to consult the Um’on Public 
Serv-ice Commission or the Smte Public Service Commission on all disciplinary 
matters afiecting a person in service of the Slate. In turning down the above it was 
observed by this Co'urt : 

'■ the use of the word ‘'shall ” in statute, though generally taken in a 

m a nd atory sense, does not necessarily mean that in every case it shall have that 
cSect, that is to say, that unless the words of the statute arc punctiliously 
followed, the preceding, or the outcome of the proceeding, si-ould be inviid,” 

In StizU of Pivijcb v. Sc^c Pci Daig ctjI S ide of Fcnjcb v. Dt. Bcldev Pefkcsk cr.d ethers^,. 
one of the points canvassed before this Court was, whether the certificate by the 
Deputy Speaker on a ilonej" Bill vezs suScient compliance vtith Article 190 ( 4 ) of 
the Constitution which provides that : 

” There shall be endorsed on everv' Monej' Bill when it is transmitted to the 
Legisiativ'e Council under Article igS, and when it is presented to the Governor 
for assent under Article 200 , the certificate of the Speaker of the Lcgislatis-e 
Assembly signed by him that it is a iloney Bill.” 

It '\as contended that the provisions of the above clause v/ere mar.datoiy and only 
the Speaker of the Lecislatis-c Assembly could sign the Mone;- Bill. It was pointed 

t. (1959) S.CR. 5S3 : {IS5Si S.CJ. 6S0 : 3. (1961} 6 S.CR. 213. 

(1S5S; 2 As-'V.'Jl. (S-O) 52 : (1955) 2 MiJ. 4. (1955) S.CA. 533 : (IS5S} S.CJ. 150 r 

(S.C)52. ■ (IS5S) MXJ. (Cri.) S5. 

2. (1954) 3 S-CR. 573 I S.CJ. 153. 5- (I5€9) 2 S.CJ. 409 tAIJl. IS© S.C 903- 
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out by this Court that the Speaker ^vas not present when the Bills were passed and 
tmder Article i8o (2) the Deputy Speaker could act as the Speaker ^s'hen the latter 
ivas absent. This Court proceeded to examine the several,tests to determine irhen 
the provisions of a statute might be treated as mandatory and when not, and emphasis 
was laid on one of the distinctions, namely, in cases where strict comph’ance tvas 
necessary to be a condition precedent to the validity of the act itself, the neglect to 
perform it as indicated was fatal. 

The above cases are sufficient to show that non-compliance with the provisions 
of a statute or Constitution will not necessarily render a proceeding invalid if by 
considering its nature, its design and the consequences which follow from its non- 
observance one is not led to the conclusion that the Legislature or the Constitution- 
makers intended that there should be no departure from the strict words used. 

In this case, as we have already noted, the essential requirement of Article 173 
read with Form VII-A was that the person taking the oath or making the affirmation 
would bear true faith and allegiance to the Constitution and uphold the sovereignty 
and integrity of India.The -words which precede this portion are merely descriptive 
of the person and of his nomination as a candidate. It is reasonable to think that a 
mere mis-print in the form of the oath or a mere inaccuracy in rendering the expres- 
sion “ Legislative Assembly ” in Gujarati would not be fatal to the election of candi- 
date, if otherwise -valid. 

In the result, the appeal fails and is dismissed svith costs. 

V.K.. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OP INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — ^K.S. Hegde and A.N. Ray, JJ. 

Baidyanath Panjira . . Appellant* 

Sita Ram Mah*o and others . . Respondents. 

Representation of the People Act {JKLIII of 1950), section 23 (3) — -Amendment of the electoral 

roll after the last date for mafdng the nomination was over — Validity. 

Representation of the People Act {XUIJ of 1951), section 62 (i) — Scope. 

Section 23 (3) of the Representation of the People Act, 1950 gives a mandate 
to the electoral registration officers not to amend, transpose or delete any entry 
in the electoral roll of a constituency after the last date for making nominations 
for election in that constituency and before the completion of that election.^ The 
legislative mandate like the one embodied in section 23 (3) must be considered 
as mandatory not merely because of the language employed in that sub-section 
but also in view of the purpose behind the provision in question. 

There is no conflict between sub-section (2) of section 23 and sub-section (2) 
of section 27. A fair reading of the various clauses in section 27 (2) will make it 
clear that the entries in an electoral roll of a constituencj% as thej’ stood on the 
last date for making the nominations for an election in that constituency 
should be considered as final for the purpose of that election. 

Section 62 (i) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 no doubt stipulates 
that every person who is for the time being registered in the electoral roll of any 
constituenev' except as expressly prorided by the Act shall be entitled to votein 
that constituency. But in vieiv’ of section 23 (3) of the 1950 Act the electoral roll 
referred to in section 62 (i) of the 1951 Act must be understood to be the electoral 
roll that ts-as in force on the last day for making the nominations for the election. 

Appeal “under section ir 6 -A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
from the Judgihent and Order dated the nth December, 1968 of the Patna High 
Court in Election Petition No. 4 of 1968. 


C.A. No. 25 of 1969. 


13th August, 1969. 
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I] BAIDYAKATH PANJTRA V. STTA RAil MAHTO {Hegde, J.). 

D. Gch-ardhar.. Advocate for Appellant. 

Blrendra Prosed SirJia, S.K, Bagga, Harden Singh and S. Bagga, Advocates for 
Respondent No. i. 

Harden Singh, Advocate for Respondents Nos, 2 and 3. 

The Judgment of the Court tvas delivered by 

Hegde, J, — The principal question raised in this appeal tmder section 116-A of 
the Representation of People Act, 1951 (to be hereinafter referred to as the Act) 
is as to the scope of section 23 (3) of the Representation of People Act, 1950 (to be 
hereinafter referred to as the 1950 Act). A fe^v subsidiary' contentions have also 
been canvassed. They will be considered at the appropriate stage. 

The election petition from which this appeal arises relates to the Darbhanga 
Local Authorities Constituency of the Bihar Legislative Cotmcil. The calend^ 
for the election for that constituency was as follows : 

1. Last date for filing nomination papers— 2-4-1968. 

2. Date of scrutiny of nomination papers— 4-4.1968. 

3. Last date for withdrawal of candidatures — 6-4-1968. 

4. Date of poll — 28-4-1968. 

5. Date of declaration ofresult — 29-4-1968. 

Originally' five candidates submitted their nominations for the election in ques- 
tion. On scrutiny all of them were held to have been validly nominated. Two 
of them later wlthdretv their candidatures within the period prescribed leaving in 
the field Shri Baidyanath Panjira, the appellant herein, Shri Raj Kumar Mahaseth, 
respondent No. 2 and Shri Gangadhar, respondent No. 3. There tv'ere six polling 
stations in the constituency. 134 votes w'ere polled out of which 33 votes v/erc 
polled at Dalsingsarai polling station. Counting of the votes showed that the appel- 
lant had securrf 45, the second respondent 49 and the third respondent 40, first 
preference votes. As none of them obtained an absolute majority of the votes cast, 
the third respondent was eliminated and his second prefrrence votes were taken into 
consideration. 14 of his second preference votes went to the appellant and 5 to 
the second respondent. Therefore the appellant sv'as declared elected. His election 
■was later challenged by the ist respondent herein. The High Court has set aside 
the dection and declar^ the and respondent elected on the ground that on counting 
the validly' cast votes, the second respondent has secured more votes than the appel- 
lant. It held that some of the votes cast were not valid votes. 

The controversy' rdating to the validity of some of the votes polled arose under 
the foUo'wing circumstances. In the electoral roll as it stood on the last date of filing 
nomination papers, the registered voters were only- 123; 16 of the registered voters 
vrerc ofthe members ofDalsingsarai Notified Area Committee, On 13th April, 1968 
as per a notification under section 389 (r) of the Bihar and Orissa ^Municipal Act, 
t922, 40 members were nominated as members to the said Notified Area Committee 
in place of the old members, ^fost of them were nev.'iy appointed members. To 
be exact 35 of the 40 members nominated were netv' members. Thereafter the 
electoral roll ^.-as amended on the 27th April, 1968, just a day prior to the polling. 

As per the amended electoral roll, there were 39 electors in the Dalsingsarai polling 
station. Only four ofthemstoodregistercdintheelectoralrollas it stood oncnd.-^lpri], 
ig53. 12 of those v.-ho -were electors under the original roll were removed from the 

roll. 33 out of the 39 electors included in the electoral roll relating to Dalsingsarai 
polling station exercised their franchise dining the poll on 28th April, 1068. 

The question for consideration is whether it rs-ac within the competence of the 
■electoral registration oEcer to amend the electoral rolls after the last date for 
making the nomiriatfon reas over. 

Prorisions relating to the prqjaration of electoral rolls for the Legislative 
Councils’ Constituencies are found in Part IV of the 1950 Act. Section 2^7 (2} of 
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the Act prescribes the mode of preparation of the electoral rolls regarding the local 
authorities’ constituencies of a Legislative Council. • Clause (e) of that sub-sectfon 
stipulates that provisions of sections 15, 16, 18, 22 and 23 shall apply in relation to 
local authorities constituencies as they apply in relation to assembly constituencies. 
Section 22 deals wth correction of entries in the electoral rolls. Section 23'deals 
with the inclusion of names in the electoral rolls. Sub-section (3) of that section 
provides that : 

“ No amendment, transposition or deletion of any entiy shall be made under 
section 22 and no direction for the inclusion of a name in the electoral roll of a 
constituencj’’ shall be given under this section, after the last date for making nomi- 
nation for an election in that constituency or in the parliamentaiy^ constituency 
ts'ithin which that constituency is comprised and before the completion of that 
election.” 

The object behind sub-section (3) of section 23 of the 1950 Act would be clear if 
we examine the scheme ofthe Act and the principles Underlying that scheme. Part 
III of the 1950 Act provides for the preparation of the electoral rolls for assembly 
constituencies. Section 15 provides that for every constituency, there shall be an 
electoral roll tvhich shall be prepared' in accordance with the provisions of that 
Act under the superintendence, direction and control of the Election Commission. 
Section 16 enumerates svhat disqualifications will disentitle a person from being 
enrolled as a voter. Section 18 provides that no person shall be entitled to be regis- 
tered in the electoral roll for any constituency more than once. Section 18 enun- 
ciates the principle “ one person-one vote”. Section 22 provides for correction^ 
entries in the electoral rolls. Section 23 (i) permits a person whose name is omitted 
from the rolls to apply for inclusion. Sub-section (2) of section 23 authorises the 
electoral registration bfiicer to include the name of the applicant in the rolls if he « 
satisfied that he is entitled to be registered. The object of the aforemention^ 
protdsion is to see that to the extent possible, all persons qualified to be registered 
as voters in any particular constituency should be duly registered and to remove from 
the rolls all those tvho are not qualifi^ to be registered. Sub-section (3) of section 
23 is an important exception to the rules noted earlier. It gives a mandate to the 
electoral registration officers not to amend, transpose or delete any entry in me 
electoral roll of a constituency after the last date for making nominations for election 
in that constituency and before the completion of that election. If there was no 
such provision, there would have been room fbr considerable manipulations, parti- 
cularly when there are only limited number of electors in a constituency. But for 
that provision, it would have been possible for the concerned authorities so tn^J" 
pulate the electoral rolls as to advance the prospects of a particular candidate, 
would be more so if either all or a section of the electors are persons nominated to 
local authorities. The legislative mandate like the one embodied in section 23 (3) 
must be considered as mandatory not merely because of the language employed m 
that sub-section but also in view of the purpose behind the provision in question. In 
our opinion, section 23 (3) takes at vay the power of the electoral registration offic^ 
or the chief electoral officer to correct the entries in the electoral rolls or to inciude 
new names in the electoral rolls of a constituencj’ after the last date for making uic 
nominations for election in that constituencj’ and before the completion of that 
election. Section 23 (3) does not deal -with anj' mode or procedure in the matt*^ 
of registering the voters. It interdicts the concerned officers from interfering tvith. 
the electoral rolls under the prescribed. circmnstances. It puts a stop to the pots'cr 
conferred on them. Therefore it is not a question ofirregular exercise of power but a 
lack of power. 

It ts-as next urged b>’ Mr. Goburdhun, learned Counsel for the appellant tffiit 
section 23 (3) ofthe 1950 Act is subject to section 27 (2) ofthe same Act and thweforc 
in view of the direction issued bj' the electoral registration officer to include the 
names ofthe electors in question, it teas not open to the election petitioner to take 
any objection to the same. We sec no substance in this contention. There is no 
conflict between sub-section (2) ofsection 23 and sub-section (2) ofsection 27. Jtt 
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fact, as noticed earlier, the provisions of section 23 have been incorporated into sec- 
tion 27 (2) in view of section 27 (2) (e). A fair reading of the various clauses in 
section 27 (2) will make it clear that the entries in an electoral roll of a constituency, 
as they stood on the last date for making tlie nominations for an election in that con- 
stituency should be considered as final for the purpose of that election. 

It was next urged that in view of section 62 (i) of the Act, no valid objection 
can be taken to the franchise exercised by the electors whose names were included 
in the electoral roll on 27th April, 1968. Section 62 (i) says that “ no person whO' 
is not, except as expressly provided by this Act, every person who is, for the time being 
entered in the electoral roll of any constituency shall be entitled to vote in that con- 
stituency.” That provision no doubt stipulates that every person rvho is for the time 
being registered in the elctoral roll of any constituency except as expressly provided 
by the Act shall be entitled to vote in that constituency. The question is which is 
the electoral roll referred to in that section ? Is it the electoral roll that was in 
force on the last date for making nominations for an election or is it the electoral roll 
as it stood on the date of the polling ? For answering that question we have to go- 
back to section 23 (3) of the 1950 Act. In view of that provision the electoral roll 
referred to in section 62 (r) of the Act must be imderstood to be the electoral roll 
that -was in force on the last day for making the nominations for the election. 

It was next urged that even if we hold that in including fresh electors in the 
electoral roll on 27th April, 1968, the electoral registration ofiicer contravened sec- 
tion 23 (3) of the 1950 Act, the same cannot be made a ground for invalidating the 
election as the contravention in question does not come -within the purview of sub-sec- 
tion (i) of section 100 of the Act. This contention again does not appear to be 
sound. Clause (d) (m) of sub-section (i) of section 100 of the Act provides that if 
the High Court is ofthe opinion that the result ofthe election in so far as it concerns 
the returned candidate has been materially- affected by the improper reception, 
refusal or rejection of any vote or the reception of any vote -which is void, it shall 
declare the election void. We have earlier come to the conclusion that the 
electoral registration officer had no power to include new names in the electoral 
roll on 27 th April, 1968. Therefore votes ofthe electors whose names were included 
in the roll on that date must be held to be void votes. That conclusion satisfies one 
ofthe conditions prescribed in section 100 (i) (d). We have now to see whether the 
other conditions prescribed in that clause namely -whether the High Court on the 
material before it could have been of the opinion that the result of the election in 
far as it concerned the returned candidate has been materially affected because of 
the reception of the votes which are void. The High Court elaborately considered 
that question. It has examined each one of the disputed votes and has come.to the 
conclusion that if those votes had been excluded, the valid votes received by the 
contesting candidates in the first count would have been as follows : 

Appellant . . 32.; 

Respondent No. 2. . . 46. 

Respondent No. 3. . . 23. 

In the second count after the elimination of the third respondent and taking into 
consideration the second preferences given by the electors who gave their first prefer- 
ence to him, the following would have been the position : 

Appellant . . 43 votes and 

Respondent No. 2. .. 57 votes. 

No material t\-as placed before us to show that this conclusion was wxong. There was 
some controversj' about Uvo votes but wc do not think it ncccssarv' to go into the 
same as any decision as regards their validity will not affect the final conclusion. 

Before leaving this case, it is nccessaty to mention that at one stage ofthe argu- 
ments, the learned Counsel for the appellant contended that the decision of this 
Court in B. M. Ramaswamy v. B. •&!. Krishnamarthy and others'^, governs the facts of 
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tHs case. But after some discussion he S^^^that High Court 

decision has no relevancy for our concerned electoral roll had been 

came to the conclusion that correctiom in ^con^^^^ 

made before the last date pr«cnbe or . ^ j j }ist wre not qualified to be 

to the conclusion that tfe el^tors finding holding that every person 

registered as electors. This Qrnrt ovemfi^ *St be Sld tH? qualified to be a 
.vhose name finds place in rL^eiLd ^ aV el^ 

«0.a o„ la,, date f=a dbag 

“"°?oTth" r^som rllntiot^ above this appeal fails and the same is dismissed 
with costs. 


V.K.. 


Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

(C!vU Appdla.»Juris^»on) 

Pkesekti-J. C. Shah, V. Rajiasivami, G. K. Mtster, 

A. N. Grover, JJ. ^ _ Appellanl* 

Hansraj Gordhandas 

H. H. Dave, Assistant Collector of Central Excise Customs, Surat ^ 

and others _ _ Jnlervenns. 

Shree Agency and others _ j Crviral Excise Rales 0944 ^ 

Central Excises emd Salt. {I of [olh April, i9^ 
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Exemption from excise daly — Grant of. 

Taxing Statutes— Interpretation of. to “cotton fabrics 
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subject to four conditions set out m cotton fabrics produc^ on 
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Soli Sorabjee, D. Af. Damodar and B. Datla, Advocates, and J. B. Dadachanji, 
Advocate of Mfs. J. B. Dadachanji & Go., for Appellant. 

F. A. Seyid Mahamed, Senior Advocate, {S, P. jVaj'ffr, Advocate, -^vith him), 
^or Respondents. 

P. B. Mridnl and Janendra Lai, Advocates, and B. R. Agarwala, Advocate of 
Mfs. Gagrcl & Go., for Inter\’ener. No. i. 

J. B. Dadachanji, Advocate, of Mfs. J. B. Dadachanji & Go. for Interveners 
Nos. 2 and 3. 

The Judgment of the Court %\-as delivered by 

Ramaswami, J . — This appeal is brought by certificate from the judgment of the 
Nigh Cotut of Gujarat dated 3 ist July, 1964 in Special Civil Application No. 1 054 of 

1963- 

The appellant is the sole proprietor of Messrs. Gordhanadas & Co. carrying on 
’business as a dealer in textitles in Bombay. Under an agreement betw'een the 
appellant on the one hand and the Gandcvi Vanat Udhoog Sahbari Mandli Ltd. 
(hereinafter referred to as the “ Society”) the Society manufactured cotton fabrics 
•during the period betu-een June, 1959, and September, 1959 and from ist October, 
^959 31st Januar^^, 1961 for the appellant on certain terms tmd conditions tvhich 
'trere later reduced to ^vriting on 12th October, 1959. Under these terms, the 
"Society agreed to carry out weaving work on behalf of the appellant on payment 
•of -waving charges fix^xi at 19 nP. per wnd tvhich included expenses the Society 
'ivould have to incur in transporting yam from Bombay and cotton fabrics woven 
by the Societj' to Bombay. The appellant was to supply yam to be delivered at 
IBombay to the Society and the Society was to make its otvn arrangement to bring 
the yam to its factory at Gandevi. Clause II pro\dded- that the yam supplied by 
the appellant, remaining either in stock or in process or in the form of ready made 
^pieces would be in the absolute ownership of the appellant and the Society, as the 
bailee of the yam, undertook to take such care of it as it wottld normally take if 
the yam belonged to it. The Society ako tmdertook to have the yam insured 
against fire, theft and ^ other risks including transit risks and further undertook 
to reimburse the appellant in case it failed to do so. The terms of the agreement 
though recorded on r2th October, 1959 were to be deemed to be effective as from 
-2ist April, 1959 and the agreement was terminable by either party by giving one 
month’s notice. 

The Societj* was a co-operative society carrying on its trork at Gandevi and 
t\as registered on or before 31st hlay, 1961 and consisted of members ■who ewned 
^oteerlooms. The Societj* started the ■weaving work for the appellant some time 
in May or June rg^g and supplied to the appellant betsveen ist June, 1959 and 
3rd January, rgSr, cotton fabrics measuring 3,r9,46o jards. The Society had 
•obtained L-4 licence as required by the Central Excises and Salt Act, r944 (herein- 
after referred to as the ‘Act’). By letters dated 29th August t959 and 27th October, 
tgSi the Excise Department had granted exemption from excise duty payable on 
• cotton fabrics manufactured by the Society under the notification issued by the 
Central Government. On loth November, ig6i the excise authorities issued a 
notice to the appellant demanding a sum of Rs. 1,69,263.44 payable as excise duty. 
Tt was alleged that the duty ■was pamble by the appellant as it had got the goo^ 
manufactured through the Society and had got them removed from the Society’s 
factoiy at G.ande\*i without pasment of duty. On loih January, 1962 the Superin- 
tendent of Central Excise, Bulsar sent another notice to show cause why penalty 
-should not be imposed upon tire appellant for contravention of rule 9 and ts'hy duty 
■should not be charged for the cotton fabriccs so removed by the appellant. Tlic 
appellant showed cause and on 26th November, 1962 the Assistant Collector of 
Central Excise and Customs, Surat held that the appellant ss-as liable to pay excise 
dutt- to the extent of Rs. 2,20,574.74. being the total .amount of ba.sic duty and a 
^penalty of Rs. 350 t^'as levied for contravention of rule 9. The appellant preferred 
•an appeal to the Collector of Central Excise, Baroda but the appeal tvas dismissed. 
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Thereafter the appellant moved the High Court of Gujarat for grant of a tmt 
under Article 226 of the Constitution. The High Court ^smissed the VTit petition 
by its judgment dated 31st July, 1964 but gave a direction that the respondent v.-as 
to v.'ork out the excise duty on the footing that the appellant ss-as entitle to exemp- 
tion from dut}' altogether in respect of goods suppli^ for the period from ist June, 
1959 to 30th September, 1959. As regards the itvo other periods i.c.. ist October, 
1959 to 30th April, 1960 and from ist May, i960 to 31st Januarj', 1961, the High. 
Court dismissed the v.Tit petition and directed the respondent to charge duty at 
the rate of 29.3 nP. per square meter. 

Clause {d) of section 2 of the Act defines ‘-excisable goods " as meaning goods- 
specified in the First Schedule as being subject to a duty of excise. Item 19 in the- 
First Schedule provides for excise duu- at different rates depending upon the -i-ariety 
of cotton fabrics. Section 3 which is the charging section, provides for the lew and 
collection of duties specified in the First Schedule on all excisable goods which are 
produced or manufactured in India. Rule 8 authorises the Central Government 
to exempt any excisable goods from the whole or any part of duty pajable on such 
goods. Clause (i) of rule 9 provides that no excisable goods shall be removed, 
from any place tvhere they are produced, cured or manufactured or any premises 
appurtenant thereto, tvhich may be specified by the CoUector in this b eh al f . v.-hether 
for consumption, export or manufaciure of any other commodity in or outside such, 
place, until the excise duty leviable thereon has been paid at such place and in such 
manner as is prescribed. Clause (2) of that rule provides that if any. excisable 
goods are, in contravention of sub-rule (i), deposited in, or removed from any, place 
specified therein, producer or manufacturer thereof shall pay the duty leviable on 
such goods upon uiitten demand made by the proper officer and shall also be liable 
to a penaltj- which may extend to nvo thousand rupees and such goods shall be 
liable to confiscation. In pursuance of the pov.'er under rule 8, the Central Govern- 
ment issued notifications from time to time granting exemptions on cotton fabrics, 
though such goods were excisable goods under tariff item 19. The first relevant 
notification is dated 5th Januaiy', 1957. By this notification certain classes 01 
cotton fabrics ivere made exempt from pajunent of excise duts'. Of the items exemp- 
ted the seventh item is as foUotvs : 

“ Cotton fabrics manufactured by or on behalf of the same pe^n in one or 
more factories commonly known as poiverlooms (svithout spinning plants) m 
which less than 5 poiverlooms in all are installedj‘‘ 

The next relevant notification is notification No. 74 of 1959 dated 3tst Jul>, t 95 fr 
which reads as follotv-s : 

“ G.S.R. 899 — In pursuance of sub-rule (i) of rule 8 of the ^chc 

Rules, 1944, as in force in India and as applied to the State of PondicheiTj, uie 
Central Government hereby exempied cotton fabrics produced bv 
live societj- formed of otraers of cotton potverlooms, which is registered or 
may be registered on or before the 31SI Zviarch, igSi under any law mating lO 
co-operatn-e societies fiom the whole of the duty leviable thereon, subject *0 t c 
foUou-ing conditions : — 

(0) that every member ofthe co-operative society has exempt from excise 
duty for three years'immediatcly prece-ding the date of his joining such socitsj . 

(1) that the total number of cotton poweriooms owned by the co-cpcrat.\ e 
socieU' is not more than four times the number of members forming such soc.c-} - 

(e) that a certificate is produced by each member of the co-operatiw 
from the Slate Govc-mment concerned or such officer as may be nomm^cel m 
the State Government that he is a tcTta fdi member of the society and that tnc 
ntimbcr of cotton poweriooms in his otvnership and actually operated by him tioes 
not exceed four and did not exceed four at any time during the three years im- 
mediately preceding the date of his joining the society, and that he u-oum 
been exempt from excise dutj- even if he had not joined the co-opeiativc socie..) 
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The Central Government issued another notification dated 30ih April, ig6o by 
which the earlier notification dated 31st July, 1959 was superseded. By this notifi- 
cation the Central Government exempted cotton fabrics produced on poweriooms 
■owned by any co-operative society or owned by or allotted to the members of the 
society from the -whole of the duty leviable thereon subject to the four conditions 
therein set out. The notification dated 30th April, i960 is to the follom'ng 
effect. 

“ In pursuance of sub-rule (i) of rule 8 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, as in 
force in India and as applied to the State of Pondicherry, and in supersession of 
the Notification of the Government of India Ministry of Finance (Department of 
Revenue) No. 74 of 1959 Central Excises, dated the 31st July, 1959, the Central 
Government hereby exempts cotton fabrics produced on poweriooms owned by 
any co-operative society of ornied by or allotted to the members of the society, 
tvhich is registered or which may be registered on or before the 31st hlarch, 
1961 under any law relating to co-operative societies, from the \vhole of the duty 
leviable thereon subject to the following conditions : — 

(а) that every member of the co-operative society %vho has been a manu- 
facturer- of cotton fabrics on poweriooms, has been exempt frorn excise duty for 
three years immediately preceding the date of his joining such society. 

(б) that the total number of cotton poweriooms otsmed by the co-operative 
society or o%vned by or allotted to its members is hot more than four times the 
number of members forming such society. 

(c) that each member of the co-operative society produces a certificate from 
• the State Government concerned or such officer as may be nominated by the 
State Government that he is a bona fide member of the society and that the 
number of cotton poweriooms otsmed by or allotted to him and actually operated 
by him does not exceed four and did not exceed four at any time during that three 
years immediately preceding the date of this joining the society and that he tvould 
have .been exempt from excise duty even if he had not joined the ■ co-operative 
society and • 

The main contention on behalf of the appellant is that the case fell within the 
language of tvvo notifications dated 31st July, 1959 and 30th April, i960 and the 
appellant -vv’as entitled to exemption from payment of excise duly on the cotton 
fabrics. The argument -nsas stressed that the exemption applied to all cotton 
fabrics -which -were produced on poweriooms owned by the co-operative society 
or on posverlooms allotted to its members and it was not a relevant consideration 
as to who produced or manufactured such fabrics, -whether it was the society itself 
or its members or even outsiders. It was conceded by the appellant that it w'as the 
owner of the cotton fabrics. But even upon that assumption the claim of the appel- 
lant is that it W’as entitled to exemption from excise duty as it was covered by the 
language of the two notifications already referred to. In our opinion, the argu- 
ment of the appellant is well-founded and must be accepted as correct. The 
notification dated 31st July, 1939 grants exemption to “ cotton fabrics produced by 
any co-operative society formed of owners of cotton po-^verlooms which is registered 
or which may be registered on or before 31st March, 1961 ” subject to four condi- 
tions set out in the notification. In the next notification dated 30th April, 1960 
exemption was granted to “ cotton fabrics produced on poweriooms otmed by any 
co-operative society or owned by or allotted to the members of the society, -which is 
registered or which may be registered on or before 31st Alarch, 1961 "'subject to 
the conditions specified in the notification. It was contended on behalf of the 
appellant that under the contract between the appellant and the Society there w-as 
no relationship, of master a.nd servant but the appellant supplied rase material and 
the contractor i.e., the Society produced the goods. But even on the assumption 
that the appellant had manufactured the goods by employing hired labour and 
w.as tlicrcforc a manufacturer, still the appellant was entitled to exemption from 
excise duty since the case fell within the language of the ttro notifications dated 
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31st July, 1959 and 30tli April, i960, and the cotion fabrics tvere produced onpotver- 
looms ownrf by the co-operative society and there is nothing in the notifications to 
suggest that the cotton fabrics should be produced fas* the co-operative society “ for 
itself” and not for a third parts' before it rvas entitled to claim exemption from excise 
duty. It was contended on behalf of the respondent that the object of granting" 
exemption tras to encourage the formation of co-operative societies which not only 
produced cotton fabrics but trhich also consisted of members, not only ouTiing but 
having actually operated not more than four potrerlooms during the three years 
immediately preceding their having joined the society. The policj' uas that 
instead of each such member operating his looms on his own, he should combine- 
with others by forming a societj' which, through the co-operative effort should pro- 
duce cloth. The intention was that the goods produced for which exemption could 
be claimed must be goods produced on its otrn behalf by the societj'. ^Vc are 
unable to accept the contention put forward on behalf of the respondents as correct. 
On a true construction of the language of the notifications dated 31st July, 1959' 
and 30th April, i960 it is clear that all that is required lor claiming exemption is 
that the cotton fabrics must be produced on potrer looms otvned by the co-operative 
societj'. There is no further requirement under the two notifications that the 
cotton fabrics must be produced by the co-operative society on the powcrlooms 
“ for itself”. It is well established that in a taxing statute there is no room for any 
intendment but regard must be had to the clear meaning of the words. The entire 
matter is governed wholly by the language of the notification. If the taxpayer is 
tvithin the plain terms of the exemption it cannot be denied its benefit by calling 
in aid any supposed intention of the exempting authority. If such intention can be 
gathered firom the construction of the words of the notification or by necessary 
implication therefrom, the matter is different, but that is not the case here. In this 
connection we mav refer to the observations of Lord Watson in Salomon v. Salcmon <2? 
< 70 . 1 ; 

" Intention of the legislature is a common but veiy slippery phrase, which, 
popularly imderstood may signify amnhing from intention embodied in positive 
enactment to speculative opinion as to what the legislature probably would have 
meant, although there has been an omission to enact it. In a Court of Law or 
Equity, what the Legislature intended to be done or not to be done can only be 
legitimately ascertained from that which it has chosen to enact, either in express 
trords or by reasonabe and necessary implication.” 

It is an application of this principle that a statutory- notification may not be extendrf 
so as to meet a casns omissus. As appears in the judgment of the Privy' Council in 
Craioford v.' Spooner-: 

“ we cannot aid the legislature's defective phrasing of the Act. 

ire cannot add, and mend, and, by construction, make up deficiencies which are 
left there.” 

Learned Counsel for the respondents is possibly' right in his submission that the object 
behind the tiro notifications is to encourage the actual mantifacturcrs of handloom 
cloth to switch over to powerlooms by constituting themeselves into co-operative 
societies. But the operation of the notifications has to be judged not by the t>bj(^ 
which the rule-making authority- had in mind but by the words which it has employed 
to effectuate the legislative intent. Applying this principle we arc of opinion th^ 
the case of the appellant is covered by the language of the two notifications dated 
gist July, 1959 and goth .■\pril, 1960 and the appellant is entitled to exemption from 
excise duty for the cotton fabrics produced for the period between ist October, 1959 
to 30th -April, i960 and from ist Alay, i960 to 3rd January, 1961. It follow thW' 
fore tltat the appellant is entitled to the grant of a u-rii n the nature of reri;rrori to 
quash the order of the .Assistant CoIIec'or of Central Excise of Boaroda dated 06th 
November, i gfia and the appellant order ofthe Collector of Central Excise dated 12m 
November, 1963. 


1. L.R.. aS97) A.C.22,38. 


2. €Mco.P.CC.S. 
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For the reasons expressed, we hold that the judgment of the High Court of Gujarat 
dated 31st July. 1964. should be set aside and that Special Civil Application No. 1054. 
of 1963 should be alfoived and that a UTit in the nature o^cerliomri should be granted 
to quash the order of the Assistant Collector of Excise and Customs dated 26th. 
November, 1962 and the order of the Collector of Excise dated 12th November, 
1953- This appeal is accordingly allowed rvith costs. 

S.V.J. Appeal allowed^ 

THE SUPREME COUTIT OF INTDM. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

PSESEXT : — S. M. SiKRi, R. S. Bacs-awat and K.S. Hegde, JJ. 

Motibhai Fulabhai Patel & Co. . . Apepellant* 

r. 

R. Prasad, Collector of Central Excise, Baroda and others . . Respondents. 

Central Excise Rules. (1944), rule 40 — Alixiwre of duty paid tobacco unth non-duty paid 
tobacco — Impossibility of separation of the same — Paiver of Gcllector to confiscate the 
entire mixture — Procedure to be adopted. 

It trould not be proper, in deah'ng nntha penal provision (relating to forfeiture), 
for the Court to extend the scope of that provision by reading into it words whidL 
are not there and thereby rdden the scope of the provision relating to confiscation. 

Rule 40 permits the Central Excise authorities to confiscate only those goods on 
which duty has not been paid. It does not permit them either specifically or bj"^ 
necessary implication to confiscate other goods. Therefore, it ivas not permissible 
for the Collector to confiscate the entire tobacco mixture. At the same time no- 
person can be permitted to benefit by his wrongful Act. No rule of law should be 
so interpreted as to permit or encourage its circumsvention. If by a 'UTongful act 
of a party he renders it impossible for the authorities to confiscate imder rule 40 
the non-duty-paid goods it is open to those authorities to confiscate from out oF 
the goods c^ed, goods of the value reasonably representing the \alue of the non- 
paid goods mixed in the goods seized. 

The Collector, Central Excise could have confiscated out of the tobacco 
seized, so much of it as can be held to reasonably represent the \-aIue of the 
tobacco on which the duty had not been paid. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order dated the 13th January, 1964 of the 
Punjab High Court, Circuit Bench at Delhi in Civil IVrit No. 557'D of 1961. 

AI. P. VasH, Dilip K. Kapur, S. V. Tcmbicekcr and A. G. Ratnapcrhhi, Advocates, 
for .Appellant. 

D. Karsarcja, Senior .Advocate, (jR. A 1 . Mehta and iS". P. Kaycr, Advocates, 
tvith him) , for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court tsas delivered by 

^egdi, J . — In this appeal by certificate though several contentions ts-ere raised 
in the memo of appeal only two of them were pressed at the time of hearinn. Thev 
arc ; (i) under the circiuns'ances of the case the confiscation ordered by the Collector 
Central Excise is illegal and (2) under a-ny circumstances he could not have confis- 
cated the entire quantity of tobacco used in the mixture. 

_ The appellants arc tobacco merchants in Dashrath village near Baroda in 
Gujarat State. .At the relevant time thet- tvere holding Central Excise licence in 
fotm L-2 and L-5 for the purpose of storing, selling and processing dulv paid and 
nor.duty paid tobacco. Thct- itad their o%\u duty paid and non-dutv paid godotens. 
In about December, 195S according to their booli they possessed the follovrinir lots 
of difierent varieties of tobacco. “ 


*C.A.No. 13on966. 


30th October, I96S- 
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Varktj of tobacco. 


Qiiantitj 

Mate of duty. 

Biri Patti 

Bmds. 

251.8 

1.20 nP. per lb. 

Stems Kandi 

yy 

287.20 

0.50 -do- 

Rava 

yy 

1,326.14 

0.50 -do- 

Stalk Kandi 

yy 

57-20 

0.06 -do- 


On 13th December, 1958 the appellants obtained, permission from the local 
'Central Excise authorities to mix the above lots of tobacco. The percentage of 
•different varities of tobacco when mxied would have been as imder : 


Rava 

Stems Kandi 
Biri Patti 
Stalk Kandi 


. . 68.97 • 

. . 14-86 

.. 13-07 » 

• , 3-00 ,, 


On 23rd December, 1958 when the process of mixing was still going on the 
Superintendent of Central Excise, Preventive Headquarters, Baroda and his 
party raided the duty paid permises of the appellants. There he seized the entire 
mixture tobacco weighing Mds. 2004.3 srs. i.e., 1,64,834.50 lbs., of tobacco. .Accord- 
ing to that Superintendent when experiments were conducted he found in the above 
mixture percentage of different varieties as imder : 

• Rava . . 44 per cent. 

Biri Patti . . 51.50 per cent. 

Stems Kandi , . 3.74 per cent. 


Prom this he concluded that considerable quantity of non-duty paid Bii'i Patti tobacco 
had been utilised in tlte manufacture of the mixture. Hence notice ^^’as issued to the 
appellants on 6th January, 1 959 to show cause why action should not be taken against 
them under rule 40 of the Central Excise Rules 1944 inasmuch as they brought into 
■duty paid premises 60,770 lbs. of Biri Patti tobacco u-ithout payment of duty. It 
was also alleged in that notice the appellants had removed certain quantity of Rava 
tobacco from L-2 premises. The appellants submitted their reply on 13th March, 
1959. At the hearing before the Collector as the appellants challenged the correct- 
ness of the experiments conducted by the Superintendent, Central Excise, the 
Collector himself in the presence of the appellants conducted a fresh cxperimeiU. 
On the basis of that experiment he came to the conclusion tJiat the results obtained 
by the experiment conducted by the Superintendent, Central Excise are by and 
large correct. 

By his order dated 13th April, 1959, the Collector, Central Excise held the appel- 
lants guilty of contravening rule 40 and consequently levied on them a penalty ol 
Rs. 2,000 as well as the duty payable under law. He also ordered the confiscation 
•of the seized tobacco weighing 1,64,834.50 lbs. But he gave an option to the appri* 
lants of redeeming the same on pajment of a fine of Rs. 1 lakh. The appellants pat 
the amount of fine under protest and got the goods released. 

Thereafter they moved the High Court of Bombay under Article 226 of the 
Constitution for quashing the order of the Collector but that application w^ u'lth- 
drawn as the appellants first wanted to exhaust their remedy under the Centm 
Excise Act. The appellants unsuccessfully -went up in appeal and thereafter in 
revision under the Central Excise and Salt Act 1944 against the oracr of the 
Collector. After the 3rd respondent dismissed their rct'ision petition they filed in inc 
High Court of Punjab at Delhi Civil “Writ No. 557-15 of 1961 challenging uic 
legality of the order made by the Collector of Central Excise on 13th April, * 959 - 
That petition -was dismissed by a Division Bench of that Court on 13th January, mv-j- 
This appeal is brought against that decision. 

In this Court the finding of the Collector of Central Excise that the appellants 
were guilty of mixing the duty-paid tobacco with non-duty-paid tobacco and thercoj' 
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.hey con— ^ 

quantip^ of non^ leaS^ed Counsel for the appellants teas that und^ rule 40, the 

CoUecir cotdd not have confiscatedthe tobacco nuKture as it comist^ of both duty 
Uoliec.or com tobacco on which duty had not been paid. His alternative 

paid tobacco tv circmnstances the Collector cotdd not have confis- 

Galamhusain Sor.avala & Co. v. G.T.A. Ptllm . , c, „ 

The seized tobacco mLxture weighed 1,64,834.50 lbs. That included 60,770 lbs. 

^fB^ipSrtobacco on which dut7- had not been paid. But on the remaim^ 
of The tobacco seized was found in the godown hcenced 

■ H»ce .he eppellants ..«e dearly guilty of cou.ravcu- 

in<^ rule 40‘oftheCentrtd Excise Rules which reads. 

-Except as provided in the proviso to sub-rule (i) of laile 32 and in nile 171 . 
^nWlepurchaser of uninanufacuired tobacco for the purpose of trade or 
™fac^ £id no wholesale purchaser of other unmanufactured products from 
manutac^^ premises or into his custody or possession, 

a curer shall tobacco^or other munanufactured products other than to- 

bacco or u oranted bv an officer shouang that the proper duty 

wse than unde ^ ^vholesaie purchaser who receives or has in his 

has been ^ ^Tludi goods, in contravention of this rule shall, in respect 
cmtodj or po - ^ duty letnable on such goods, and to a 

S'”'*' '**'“' •■'*"' 

liable to confiscation.” ‘ , r. u * • r t 

‘r bS' 2 th conSncd it urged under tire rule in 

US. But so lar which duty had not been paid could alone have been con- 

& tl/finding of the Collector onlyon 

ofBiri Patti tobacco the duty had not been paid ; but on the remaining 

S.Uco se=z^ du t^^^^^^ not possible to sepamte the dut^- paid 

tobacco se.zeu U.I . tobacco * hence it vvas impcmussible for the Collec- 

tobacco from the non-dutv P?‘d 3, ^lat r^le permitted the confisca- 

tor referred to earlier Dcsai,J. 

had heShat the rigS to confiscate smuggled goods under section 167 (8) of the 
had hcia ma. o not canw wathitthenght confiscate unsmugglcd goods. 

^^e^v^X'sthS’ ^67 (8) of the Act cannot be inter- 
pret-id to mean goods^^^Ins no^t open m value" "^The 

meb gooTs' mean the ver>-'goods which have been smuggled. If the smug- 
erkd 'oods lore their identity, it would not be open to Customs Officer to confis- 
St anrpart of tliosc goods. AVherc, therefore, gold that has been miuggled ht^ in 
ffie mdtiS process got so mLxed up with gold thaUs unsinugglcd that ,t is impossible 
m separate the smuggled gold from the unsmugglcd one, the riglit to confiscate smug- 
55 -oTd ceases wh^n the Uvp get ine.xtricably naixed up. The broad proposition 
faffi dmvn bv Desai. J.. undoubcdly supports the contention advanced on behalf 
of the appellants. AVc shall presently show that this statement of the aw is not 
but it is neccssara- to mention at this jun^urc that in the Sor.avala s M 
ffi^5nt third partv had purchased the smuggled gold for proper value and mixed 
the same with iinsmuggled gold, whidi circumstance had an important bcanng on 

the decision of the case. .... 

In Institutes of Justinian at page 104 dcahng wath the topic ccr.rr.txtw it is 

observed : 

1 . (1960) 62 Bom. L.R. 634. 
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“ If the things mixed, stiU remaining the property of their former otraers, 
tvere easy to separate against, as for instance, cattle miited in one herd, -srhen 
one owmer brought his claim by vindicato his property was restored to bim -^dth- 
out difficulty but if there -^vas difficulty in separating the materials from each other, 
as in dividing the grains of \\'heat in a heap, the obvious mode ^\•ould be to distri- 
bute the whole heap in shares proportionate to the quantity of wheat belonging 
to the respective otsTiers. But it might happen that the wheat mixed together was 
not all of the same quality, and therfore the owner of the better kind of tvheat 
would lose by having a share determined in amount only by the quantity of his 
tsffieat ; and the judge therefore svas permitted to exercise his judgment how great 
an addition ought to be made to his share to compensate for the superior quahty of 
the w'heat originally belonging to him.” 

In "Williams on Personal Property’- (i8th Edn.) at page 50, it is obser\-ed : 

The acquisition of otraership by accession or confusion of substances also 
pre-supposes a previous title. Thus the young of a domestic animal belong to the 
otvner of the mother. If any substances, for instances tallotv belonging to various 
owners be mixed by consent or accidentally, the mass appears to belong to the 
owners of parts in common. And if the confusion be made wilfully by one with- 
out the other’s leave, the mass belongs to the latter, whose osraership is thus 
unlaw’fuUy invaded.” 

Dealing with the same topic it is obser\’ed in Halsburj’’! Lass’s of England 3rd 
Edn. (\^ol. 29) at page 378. 

" Ownership of goods may be acquired by confusion or intermixture, if the 
goods, when mixed, are indistinguishable. If the goods are mixed by agreement 
or consent the proprietors have an interest in common in proportion to their 
respective shares ; if mixed by accident or the act of a third party, for which 
neither owner is responsible, the proprietors become owners in common of the 
mixed property' in proportion to the amounts contributed, "tyffiere, however, 
one man wilfully mixes his goods with those of another without the approbation 
or knowledge of the other, the whole belongs to the latter.” 

The law' on tliis topic ^\-as stated by Botill, C.J., as early as 1868 in Sprr^e or.d 
another v. The Union Marine Insurance Co., Ltd.^, thus : 

“ In om own law' there are not many authorities to be found upon this subject 
but, as far as they go, thej' are in favour of the ^ie^^', that, -^vhen goods of different 
owners become by accident so mixed together as to ' be undistinguishable, the 
owners of the goods so mixed become tenants in common of the whole, in the pro- 
portions which they have se\'crally contributed to it. The passage cited from 
the judgment of Blackburn, J., in the case of the tallotv tvhich was melted and 
flowed into the setvers, is to that effect : Buckl^' v. Gross'^. And a similar view ts'as 
adopted by Lord Abinger in the case of the mixture of oil by leakage on board 
ship in Jones v. Moored 

“ It has been long settled in our law, that, ivhere goods are mixed so as to 
become undistinguishable, by the wrongful act or default of one owner, he cannot 
recover, and wilt not be entitled to his proportion, or any part of the property, 
from the other owner, but no authority has been cited to shew that any such prin- 
ciple has ever been applied, nor indeed could it be applied, to the case of an acci- 
dental mixing of the goods of the two owners and there is no authority nor 
sound reason for saying that the goods of several persons ^^•hich arc acddcntally 
mixed together therr.by absolutely cease to be the property of their several 
owners, and Irecome bona vacantia.” 

The same principle s^-as again reiterated by the House of Lords in Sjnurthzccite- 
and orthers v. Hanni^ and others'^. 


1. (I96S)L.R.3CommonPIeas427;37LU. 
C P 169 

’2," (1863) 3 B & S. 566 : 32 L J. Q.B. 129. 


3. {IS41)4Y. &a351. 

4. L.R_ (1894) A.C. 494. 
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The rules enunciated above are of assistance in finding out a solution <o the pro- 
Itlem before us though they do not govern the same. In the instant case < here is no 
doubt that the appellants vere guilty of an xmlawful act in mix'ng duty paid tobacco 
with the non-duty paid tobacco but the fact remains that they xverc ihe otraers of 
both those lots at the time they mixed them and hence the legal principles set out 
earlier do not cover such a case. It must also be remembered that in dealing with a 
provision, relating to forfeiture we are dealing with a penal provision. It xvould 
not be proper for us to extend the scope of that provision by reading into it words 
which arc not there and thereby widen the scope of the provision relating to confis- 
cation. Rule 40 permits the Central Excise Authorities to confiscate only those 
goods on which duty has not been paid. It does not permit them either spcifically 
or by necessary' implication to confiscate other goods. Therefore it was not permis- 
sible for the Collector to confiscate the entire tobacco mixture. At the same time 
no person can be permitted to benefit by his wrongful act. No rule of law' should be 
so interpreted as to permit or encourage its circumvention. If by the wrongful 
act of a party' he renders it impossible lor the authorities to confiscate under rule 40 
the non-duty' paid goods it is in our opinion open to those authorities to confiscate 
from out of the goods seized, goods of the value reasonably representing the value ofi 
the non-duty paid goods mixed in the goods seized. Applying that rule to the facts 
of this it follows that the Collector, Central Excise could have confiscated out ofi 
the tobacco seized, so much of it as can be held to reasonably represent the value ofi 
the tobacco on which the duty had not been paid. 

As noticed earlier the tobacco confiscated had been returned to the appellants 
after realising from them a sum of Rs. i. lac as fine. The Counsel for the parties- 
agrcKxi at the hearing that the x'aluc of the Biri Patti tobacco used in the mixture for 
which no duty had been paid could be fixed at Rs. 35,000. In victv of this agree- 
ment it is not necessary for us to remit the case back to the Collc-ctor of Central 
Excise for assessing the value of the tobacco on which duty' had not been paid. 
In view of our earlier findings the fine to be levied on the appellants in lieu of the 
confiscation that could have been ordered has to be fixed at Rs. 35,000. From this 
it follows that the Collector has to refund to the appellants a sum ofRs. 65,000 w'hich 
he has collected from them in excess of the aforementioned Rs. 35,000. The appeal 
is allowed to that extent. In the circumstances of the case we direct the parties to 
bear their ow'n costs both in this Court as w'cll as before the High Court. 

S.V.J. Appeal partly allowed^ 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Original Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J. C. Shah, S. M. Sikri, J. M. Shelat, V. Bhargava, G. K. 

Mitter, G. a. Vaidialingam, K. S. Hegde, A. N. Grover, A. N. Ray, P. Jagan- 

MOHAN Reddy and I.D. Dua, JJ. 

Rustom Gavdsjee Cooper and T. M. Gurubaxani . . Petitioners* 

V. 

Union of India . .. Respondent 

State of Jammu and Kashmir and other States . . Interveners. 

Constilnlion of India (1950), Article 226 — Stale action impairing rights both of shareholder 
and company — ^Locus standi of shareholder to file writ petition challenging the State action. 

Oonstitation of India HPo®)? Article 123 — Scope — Satisfaction of President under — If justi- 
ciable. 

Banking Companies {Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Ordinance {XIII of 1969) — 
Validity. 

Banking Companies {Acquisition^and Transfer of Undertakings) Act {XXII of 1969) — Legis- 
lative competence of Parliament to enact the Act. 

Oonstitation of India {igjo). Schedule 7, List I, Entries 43, 44 and 45, List II, Entry 26 
and List III, Entry j^2-— -Scope of Entries 43, 44 and of the word "Banking'’ in Entry 45 
of List I — Meaning of the word “ Property” in Entry 42 of List III. 

Constitution of India (1950), Articles 19 (i) (f), 19 (i) (g), 19 (6) (ii) and 31 (2) — 
Scope — Inter-relation beteween Article 19 (i) (f) and Article 31 (2) — Whether mutually 
exclusive — Validity of law which authorises conipulsory acquisition — If liable to be tested 
under Article 19 (5) — Scope of Article 19 (6) (ii) as amended in 1951. 

Banking Companies {Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act {XXII of 1969) — If 
invalid as infringing Articles ig (i) (£), 19 (i) {g), 14,31 (2) 07-301 of the Constitution 
of India. 

By Majority, (Alinority, Ray, J.) esgiressing no opinion) : By a petition praying 
for a against infringement offimdamental rights, except in a case -where the 
petition is for a ts'rit of habeas corpus and probably for in fringement of the guarantee 
under Articles 17, 23 and 24, the petitioner may seek relief in respect of his ov-n 
rights and not of others. The shareholder of a company, it is true, is not the 
otvner of its assets ; he has merely a right to participate in the profits of the com- 
pany subject to the contract contained in the Articles of Association. But on 
that account the petition tv-ill not fail. A measure, executive or legislative, may 
impair the rights of the company alone and not of its shareholders ; it may impair 
the rights of the shareholders and not of the company ; it may impair the righst 
of the shareholders as well as of the company'. Jurisdiction of the Court to grant 
relief cannot be denied, when by State action the rights of the individual share- 
holder are impaired, even if that actionimpairs the rights of the company as -well. 
The test in determining -whether the shareholder’s right is impaired is not formal. 

It is essentially qualitative: if the State action impairs the right of the shareholders 
as well as of the company, the Court tvill not, concentrating merely upon the techni- 
cal operation of the action, deny itself Jurisdiction to grant relief. 

A shareholder, a depositor or a director of a banking company may not, there- 
fore, be entitled to move a petition for infringement of the rights of the company, 
unless by the .action impugned by him, his rights arc also infiinged. 

The present wit petition by the petitioner (who claimed to be a share- 
holder, director and holder of deposit and current accounts in some of the banks 
taken over) challenging the validity of the Banking Companies (.Acquisition and 
Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 1969, on the ground that it infringed his rights 
under Articles 14, 19 and 31 of the Constitution, was maint.-iinablc. 


• W. Ps. Nos. 222, 300 and 298 of 1969. 


10th Febmary, 1970. 
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Quiry: Determination by the President of the existence of circumstances 
and the necessity to take immediate action on svhich the satisfaction imder 
Article 123 of the Constitution of India depends, how far justiciable? 

Per Ray, J .: — The interpretation of Article 123 of the Constitution is to be 
made first on the language of the Article and secondly the context in which that 
power is reposed in the President. \\Tien pot^'er is conferred on the President to 
promulgate Ordinances the satisfaction of the President is subjective for these 
reasons : The power in Article 123 is vested in the President who is the executive 
head and the circumstances contemplated in Article 123 are a guide to the Presi- 
dent for exercise of such power. Parliament is not in session throughout the year 
and during the gaps bett\-een sessions the legislative power of promulgating ordi- 
nances is reposed in the President in cases of urgency- and emergency-. The 
President is the sole judge whether he w-ill make the Ordinance. The potver imder 
Article 123 relates to policy- and to an emergency when immediate action is con- 
sidered necessary- and if an objective test is applied the satisfaction of the President 
contemplated in Article 123 tviU be shorn of the power of the President himself 
and as the President i\-ill be acting on the advice of Ministers it may lead to dis- 
closure of facts tvhich under Article 75 (4) are not to be disclosed. For these 
reasons it must be held that the satisfaction of the President is subjective. 

The only way- in which the exercise of power by- the President can be challenged 
is by establishing bad faith or mala Jide and corrupt motive. Bad faith tdll destroy 
any- action. Such bad faith t\-ill be a matter to be established by- a party- propound- 
ing bad faith. He is not only- to allege the same but also to prove it. In the 
present case there is no allegation of mala fides. 

The fact that the Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertak- 
ings) Ordinance, 1969 t\-as passed shortly before the Parliament session began 
does not show any- mala fides. 

Legislctke competence : By Jvlajority : The argument that the Banking Companies 
(.Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act (XXII of 1969) is not within 
the l^islative power of the Parliament or that in any- event to the extent to which 
it vests in the corresponding neiv- banks the assets of business other than banking, 
it trenches upon the authority of the State Legislature and on that accoimt void, 
is untenable. 

It cannot, however be held that Parliament was competent to enact Act XXII 
of 1969, because the subject matter of the Act is " with respect to regulation 
oftrading corporations and matters subsidiary and incidental thereto and on that 
account is covered by- Entries 43 and 44 of List I of the Seventh Schedule to the 
Constitution of India. (For reasons see judgment). 

Nor is it co\-ered in its entirety- by- “ Banking ” in Entry- 45 of List I. The legis- 
lative entry- in List I is '■ Banking ” and not “ Banker ” or “ Banks ”. To include 
within the connotation of the expression “ Banking ” in Entry 45 List I, power to 
legislate in respect of all commercial activities which a banker by- the custom of 
bankers or authority- of law engages in, would result in re-writing the Constitu- 
tion. Investment of power to legislate on a designated topic covers all matters 
incidental to the topic. A legislati\-c entry being expressed in a broad designa- 
tion indicating contour of plenary poi\-er must receive a meaning conducive 
to the w-idcst amplitude, subject howc\-cr to limitations inherent in the federal 
scheme which distributes legislative power betv.-ecn the union and the consti- 
tuent units. The field of " Banldng ” cannot be extended to include trading 
activ-itics which not being incidential to banking encroach upon the substance of 
the entry- trade and commerce ” in Entry- 26^ List II. 

But this docs not lend any- practical support to the argument that Act XXH of 
1969 to the extent it makes provisions in respect of the undertaking of the named 
banks relating to non-banking business distinct and independent of the banking 
business, is tdtra zires. There is no evidence that the named banks t\-cre before 
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19th July, 1969, carrying on non-banking business distinct and independent of 
of the banking business, or that the banks held distinct assets for any non-banking 
business, apart from the assets of the banking business. 

Power to legislate for acquisition of property is exercisable only under Entry 
42 of List III, and not as an incident of the power to legislate in respect of a specific 
head of legislation in any of the three lists. Under that entry “propertj''’ can 
be compulsorily acquired. In its normal connotation property ” means the 

highest right a man can have to anything, being that right -which one has to 
lands or tenements, goods or chattels -which does not depend on another's 
courtesy : it includes ot\-Tiership, estates and interests in corporeal things, and 
also rights such as trade-marks, copy-rights, patents and even rights in personam 
■capable of transfer or transmission, such as debts ; and signifies a beneficial 
right to or a thing considered as having'a money -value, especially with reference 
to transfer or succession, and to their capacity of being injured.” The expression 

undertaking ” in section 4 of Act XXII of 1969 clearly means a going concern 
with all its rights, liabilities and assets as distinct from various rights and assets 
which compose it. 

Power to legislate for acquisition of “ property ” in Entry 42, List III therefore 
includes the po-wer to legislate for acquisition of an imdertaking. The expression 
“property ” in Entry 42, List III has a wide connotation and it includes not only 
assets, but the organisation, liabilities and obligations of a going concern as a umt. 
A la-iv may therfore, be enacted for compulsory acquisition of an undertaking 
as defined in section 5 of Act XXII of 1969. 

Per Ray, J.: The contention that the -ivord ” Banking” in Entry 45 ^ 

would have the same meaning as the definition of “ banking ” in section 5 (J) of 
the Banking Regulation Act of 1949 and that therefore Act XXII of 1969 is not, 
in its entirety, -within the legislative competence of ” Banking ” under Entiy’ 45, 
List I, is untenable. “ Banking ” in Entrj' 45, List I \\'ill have the -ist'dc meaning 
to include all legitimate businesses of a banking company referred to in section 
5 ( 6 ) as well as in section 6 (i) of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949- 

The business of a bank -will consist not only of the hard core of banking busine^ 
but also of the diverse kinds of lawful businesses -which have grouTi to be inextri- 
cably bound up in the form of chain or string transactions. The word has nci’cr 
had any static meaning and the only meaning -inll be the common under- 
standing of men and the established practice in relation to banking. 

Act XXII of 1969 is a valid piece of legislation under Entries 42 in List III 
and Entry 45 of List I. It does not trench upon Entry' 26 in List 11 . 

The undertaking of a banking company is property ivhich can be acquired 
under Article 31 (2) of the Constitution. 

Infringement of Articles ig (i) (f) and (g) .• — By hfajority : The contention that 
Articles 31 (2) and ig (i) (f) are mutually exclusive and that therefore a law 
directly providing for acquisition of property for a public purpose cannot be 
tested for its validity on the plea that it imposes limitations on the right to pro- 
perty which arc not reasonable, is untenable. 

Under the Constitution protection against impairment of the guarantee of 
fundamental rights is determined by the nature of the right, the interest of the 
aggrieved party and the degree of harm resulting from the State action. Impair- 
ment of the right of the individual and not the object of the State in taking the 
impugned action, is the measure of protection. To concentrate merely on power 
of the State and the object of the State action in exercising that power is ihcrcft^e 
to ignore the true intent of the Article. In this Court, tlicrc is, however, a Ijody 
of authority that the nature and cx'cnt of the protection of the fundamental^ rights 
is measured not by the operation of the State action upon the rights of the indivi- 
dual, but by its object. Thereby the constitutional scheme sriiich makes the 
guaranteed rights subject to the permissible restrictions within their allotted fields 
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got blurred and gave impetus to a theory that certain Articles of the Constitution 
■enact a code dealing exclusively -with matters dealt with therein and the protection 
which an aggrieved person may claim is circumscribed by the object of the State 
action. Protection of the right to property or personal freedom is most needed 
when there is an actual threat. To argue that State action which deprives a person 
permanently or temporarily of his right to property, or personal freedom 
operates to extinguish the right or the remedy is to reduce the guarantee to an 
empty- platitude. Again to hold that the extent of, and circumstances in which, 
the guarantee of protection is a\-ailable depends upon the object of the State 
action, is to seriously erode its effectiveness. Examining the problem not merely 
in semantics but in the broader and more appropriate context of the constitutio- 
nal scheme ■which aims at affording the individual the fullest protection of his 
basic rights and on that foxmdation to erect a structure of a truly democratic 
polity, the conclusion is inevitable that the vahdity of the State action must be 
adjudged in the light of its operation upon the rights of the indi'vidual and groups 
of individuals in all their dimensions. 

(Divergent lines of authority discussed.) 

Limitations prescribed for ensuring due exercise of the authority of the State 
to deprive a person of his property and of the power to compulsorily acquire his 
property are, therefore, spcific classes of limitations on the right to property falling 
within Article rg (i) (/). Hence it cannot be said that the challenge to the 
validity of the pro^vision for acquisition is liable to be tested only on the ground of 
non-compliance wth Article gr (2). Formal compliance rrith the conditions 
■under Article 31 (2) is not sufficient to negative the protection of the guarantee of 
the right to property. Acquisition must be tmder the authority of a latv and the 
expression “ la^^v ” means a law ■which is w'ithin the competence of the Legislature, 
and does not impair the guarantee of the rights in Part IIL Thus, Articles rg (i) 
(f) and 31 (2) are not mutually exclusive. 

The assumption in A^K. Gopdan's case, (1950) S.C.R. 88: (1950) S.C.J. 174, 
that certain Articles in the Constitution exclusively deal with specific matters 
and in determining ■\s-hether there is infringement of the indiridual’s guaranteed 
rights, the object and the form of the State action alone need be considered, and 
effect of the laws on frmdamental rights of the individuals in general -will be 
ignored cannot be accepted as correct. 

The area of protection afforded against State action by the freedom under Arti- 
cle rg (i) Cf) and by the exercise of the power of the State to acquire property of 
the individual without his consent must stiU be reconciled. If property is com- 
pulsorily acquired for a public purpose and the larv satisfied the requirements of 
Articles 31 (2) and 31 (2A), the Court may readily presume that by the acquisi- 
tion a reasonable restriction on the exercise of the right to hold property is imposed 
in the interests of the general public. But that is not because the claim to plead 
infringement of the fundamental right under Article 19 (r) (j) docs not avail the 
owner ; it is because the acquisition imposes a permissible restriction on the right 
of the owner of the property compulsorily acquired. 

By virtue of Article 19 (6) (ti) as amended by the Constitution (First Amend- 
ment) Act, 1951, the basic and essential provisions of latv which arc integrally 
and essentially connected with the carrying on of a trade by the State will not be 
exposed to the challenge that they impair the guarantee under Article rp (i) (g) 
tvhether the citizens are excluded completely or partially from carr\-ing on tliat 
trade, or the trade is competetive. Imposition of restrictions ■\vhich are incidental 
or subsidiary- to the carrying on of trade by the State ■\vhether to the exclusion of 
the citizens or not must, howe\-cr satisfy the test of the main limb. 

Hence the law wh-ch prohibits after rgth July, 1969, the named banks from 
carrying on banking business, being a necessary- incident of the right assumed 
by the Union, is not liable to be challenged because of Article ig (6) (ti) in so far 
it affects the right to carry- on business. 
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But by the provisions of Act XXII of 1969 the named banks are rendered 
practically incapable of engaging in any business. A named bank cannot even 
use its name and the compensation which is to be given ndll, in the absence of 
agreement, be determined by the tribunal and paid in securities Avhich viU mature 
not before ten years. The named banks are, however, declared entitled to engage 
in business other than banking ; but they have no assets with -ivhich that business 
may be carried. A business organization derived of its entire assets and under- 
taking, its managerial and other staff, its premises, and es-en its name, even if it 
has a theoretical right to carrj' on non-banking business, "ivould not be able to do 
so, especially ^\•hen even the fraction of the value of its imdertaking made pajuble 
to it as compensation, is not made immediately payable to it. 

Where restrictions imposed upon the carrj'ing on of a business are so stringent 
tliat the business cannot in practice be carrirf on, the Court sdll regard the 
imposition of tlie restrictions as unreasonable. 

If compensation paid is in such a form that it is not immediately asnilable for 
restarting any business, declaration of the right to carry on business other than 
banking becomes an empty formality, when the entire undertaking of the named 
banks is transferred to and vests in the banks together tvith the premises and the 
names of the banks, and the named banks are deprived of the services of its 
administrative and other staff. Under the circumstances, the restriction 
imposed upon the right of the named banks to cany on ‘ non-banking ’ business 
is plainly tmreasonable. 

Per Ray, J.^ Article 19 (i) (J) does not have any application to acquisition or 
requisition ofproperty for a public piupsoe under authority of a Jaw which pro- 
rides for compensation as mentioned in Article 31 (2) for the follot\ing reasons. 
First, the provisions of the Constitution areto be interpreted in a htarmonious man- 
ner. No provision of the Constitution is superfluous or redundant. It cannot be 
suggested that acquisition of property' for public purpose is not of the same con- 
tent as acquisition for public interest or in the interest of the public. It srill be 
pedantry to say that acquisition for. public purpose is not in the interest of the 
public. Secondly, the contention that Article 31 (2) vrill liave to be read along 
■^v'ith Article 19 (i) (/) for the pmpose of deciding the piece of legislation on the 
anvil of reasonableness of restrictions in the interest of the general public vdll 
mean that acquisition or requisition for a public purpose under Article 31 (2) 
is embraced wthin Article 19 (5). That would be not only depriring the provi- 
sions of the Constitution of harmony but also making Article 31 (2) otiose and a 
dead letter. By harmonising is meant that each prorision is rendered free^ to 
operate, with fiiU vigour in its own legitimate field. If acquisition or requisition 
of property' for a public purpose has to satisty again the test of reasonable restric- 
tion in the interest of the general public then harmony is repelled and Article 3 1 (2) 
becomes a mere repetition and meamnglcss. It could not be said that whOT 
Article 31 (2) was specifically enacted to deal witli a case of acquisition or requisi- 
tion of property for a pubhe purpose the framers of the Constitution tvere not 
aware that it was a form of public deprivation of property. That is why H is 
important to note the distinction between deprivation of property under Article 
31 (i) tvhich trill relate to all kinds of deprivation of property' other than acquisi- 
tion or requisition by the State and Article 31 {2) which deals only -with such 
acquisition or requisition ofproperty'. 

Thirdly, Article 31 (2) and 3i{ 2-A) is a self contained code. Finally the 
Constitution Fourth Amendment Act, 1955 indicates in bold reb'ef the separate 
and distinctive field oflaiv for acquisition and requisition by the State of property 
ibr public purpose. 

Article 19 (6) in the tivo limbs and in tlic two sub-Articles of the second limb 
deals with separate matters and State monopoly in respect of trade or Inisincss 
is not open to be rcrictvcd in Courts on the ground of reasonableness. 
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Section 15 (2) of Act XXII of 1969 allows the existing banks to carrj’ on business 
other than banking. If as a result of acquisition, there is lack or 
immediate resources to carry’ on these businesses the Act provides compensation 
and the existing bank ■^vill devise "ivay’s and means for carrying on the businesses. 
Constitutionality of the Act cannot be impeached on the grotmd of lack of imme- 
diate resources to carry on business. It cannot be suggested that after compen- 
sation has been provided for, the State will have to provide moneys to enable the 
existing bank to carry on these businesses. That ^v’otild be asking for something 
beyond the limits of the Constitution. If the entire imdertaking of a banking 
company is taken by' way’ of acquisition the assets cannot be separated to dis- 
tinguish those belonging to banking business from others belonging to “ non- 
banking business because assets are not divided on any such basis. It would, 
be strange to hold in the teeth ofexpress provisions in Act XXII of 1969 permit- 
ting the banks to carry’ on business other than banking that the same will amount 
to a prohibition on the bank to carry’ on those businesses. 

Articles 19 (i) {f) and (^) do not at all enter the domain of Article 31 (2) 
because a legislation for acquisition and requisition of property for public purpose 
is not required to be tested again on the touchstone of reasonableness of restriction^ 
Such reasonable restriction is inherent and implicit in public purpose. That is 
why public purpose is dealt tvith separately’ in Article 31 (2). 

Infringement of Article 14 : By majority. — The fourteen named banks areprohibited. 
from carrying on banking business, a disability for which there is no rational 
explanation. Banks other than the named banks may carry’ on banking business 
in India and abroad; netv banks may be floated for carrying on banking business. 
In this a flagrantly hostile discrimination is practised. Section 15 (2) of the Act 
tvhich by’ the clearest implication prohibits the named banks from cany'ing on 
banking business is, therefore, liable to be struck dotm. 

Again the named banks are also, though in theory competent, in substance 
prohibited from carry’ing on non-banking business. For reasons set out for hold- 
ing that the restriction is unreasonable it must also be held that the guarantee of 
equality is impaired by taking over the assets relating the non-banking business. 

Per Ray, J. — The object of Act XXII of 1969 is to control the deposit resources 
for developing national economy’ and as such the selection of 14 banks having 
regard to their larger resources, their greater coverage, their managerial and 
personnel resources and the administrative and organisational factors involved 
in expansion is both intelligible and related to the object of the Act. Section 15 
(2) (rf) states that these 14 banks after acquisition are not to carry on any bankinc 
business for the ob^’ious reason that these 14 banks are not in the same class as 
the other Indian banks. Besides, it is also reasonable that the 14 banks should 
not be permitted to carry’ on banking business as the corresponding netv banks. 
Therefore the classification of the 14 banks is also a rational and intelligible 
classification for the purposes of the Act. 

There has to be a line of demarcation somewhere and it is reasonable that these 
14 banks wliich are in a class by’ themselves because of their special features in 
regard to deposit, credit, administration, organisation should be prohibited from 
carrying on banking business. These special circumstances are the reasons for 
classification. This distinction between the 14 banks and others reasonably 
justified different treatment. An absolute symmetry or an accurate classification 
is not possible to be achieved in the task of acquisition of undertaking of banking 
companies. 

Infringement of Article 2^ (a) i By Majority. — .A law providing for acqiusition must 
either fix the amount of compensation or specify’ the principles on -which, and 
the manner in rvhich the compensation is to be determined and given. It is plain 
on the terms of Articles 31 (2) that the owner whose property is compulsorily 
acquired is guaranteed the right to receive compensation and the amount of 
compensation is cither fixed by’ the law or is determined according to the princi- 
s c J— 72 
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pies and in the manner specified by the law. The law which does not ensure the 
guarantee wUl, except where the grievance only is that the compensation pro\uded 
by the la%v is inadequate, be declared void. 

Both the lines of thought in Vajravelu Mudaliar’s case, (1964) 2 S.C.J. 703 : 
t S.G.R. 614 and Shanlilal Mangaldas's case, (1969) 2 S.C.J. 322 : A.I.R. 
1969 S.C. 634, which converge in the idtimate resiilt, support the view that the 
principle specified by the law for determination of compensation is beyond the 
pale of challenge, if it is relevant to the determination of compensation and is a 
recognised principle applicable in the determination of compensation for 
property compulsorily acquired and the principle is appropriate in determining 
the value of the class of property sought to be acquired. 

On the application of the view expressed in the above Uvo decisions. Act XXII 
of 1969 is liable to be struck dotvn as it fails to provide to the expropriated banks 
compensation determined according to relevant principles. 

It cannot be held that a principle specified by the Parliament for determining 
compensation, of the property to be acquired is conclusive. If that view be accep- 
ted, the Parliament uill be invested with a charter of arbitrariness and by abuse 
of legislative process, the constitutional guarantee of the right to compensation 
may be severely inpaired. The principle specified must be appropriate to the 
determination of compensation for the particular class of property sought to be 
acquired. 

Compensation to be determined under Act XXII of J969 is for acquisition of 
the undertaking, but the Act instead of providing for valuing the entire under- 
taking as a unit provides for determining the value of some only of the components, 
which constitute the undertakmg and reduced by the liabilities. It also provides 
different methods of determining compensationinrespectof each such component. 
This method for determination of compensation is /friwa facie not a method 
relevant to the determination of compensation for acquisition of the undertaking. 
Aggregate of the value of components is not necessarily the \'aluc of the 
entirety of a imit of property acquired, especially when the property is a -going 
concern, svith an organised business. On that ground alone acquisition of the 
imdertaking is liable to be declared invalid. Tor it impairs the Constitutional 
guarantee for payment of compensation for acquisition of properly by law. 

Even if it be assumed that the aggregate value of the different components 
will be equal to the value of the undertaking of the named bank as a going con- 
cern the principles specified do not give a true recompense to the banks for the 
loss of the undertaking. 

The undertaking of a banking company taken over as a going concern would 
ordinarily include the goodivill and the value of the unexpired period of long- 
term leases in the prevailing conditions in urban areas. But goodts'ill of the 
banks is not one of the items in the assets in the impugned Act and in clause (/) 
of Part I of Schedule II though provision is made for including a part of the pre- 
mixmi paid in respect of leasehold properties proportionate to the unexpired period, 
no value of the leasehold interest for the unexpired period is given. The \-aIuc 
determined by excluding important components of the undertaking, such as the 
goodwill and value of the unexpired period of leases, svill not be compensation for 
the undertaking. 

The method specified for valuation of lands and buildings is not relevant to 
determination of compensation and the value determined thereby in certain 
circumstances is illusory' as compensation. By providing a method of valuation 
of land and buildings which is not relevant the amount determined cannot he 
regarded as compensation. (For details See Majority judgment). 

Determination of compensation to be paid for the acquisition of an under* 
"taking as a unit after atvarding compensation for some items tvhich go to make up 
the undertaking and omitting important items amounts to adopting an irrelevant 
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principle in the determination of the value of the undertaking and does not 
furnish compensation to the expropriated otvmer. 

Further, under the Act the principle for determination of the aggregate value 
of liabilities is also irrelevant. 

Sections 4, 5 and 6 read vath Schedule II of Act XXII of 1969 therefore violate 
Article 31 (a) of the Constitution. Since section 4, 5 and 6 and Schc-dulc IT are 
not severable for the rest of the Act, the Act must, in its entirety, be declared 
void. 

Per Ray, J . — ^If the quantum of compensation fixed by the Lf'gislaturc is not 
liable to be challenged before the Court on the ground that it is not a just equi- 
valent the principles specified for determination of compensation srill also not 
be open to challenge on the plea that the compensation determined by the appli- 
cation of these principles is not a just cqui’^ent. The right declarc-d by the 
Constitution guarantees compensation before a person is compulsorily expropriated 
•of the property for public purpose. Principles may be challenged on the ground 
that they are not relevant to the properly acquired or the time of acquisition of 
the property but not on the plea tha.t the principles are not relevant to the deter- 
mination of a fair or just equivalent of the property acquired. A challenge to 
the statute that a principle specified by it docs not provide or a\\-a.rd a just equi- 
\-alent -^vill be a clear violation of the Constitutional declaration that inadequacy 
•of compensation provided for is not justicable. 

^\Tien principles are laid down in a statute for determination of compensation 
all that the Court -srill see is tvhether those principles are relevant for determina- 
tion of compensation. The relevancy is to compensation and not to adequacy. 
It cannot be held that tvhen the relevant principle set out is ' ascertained value ’ 
the petitioner could yet contend that market t-alue should be the principle. It 
nvould really be going into adequacy of compensation by prcfcrring'the merits 
of the principle to those of the other for the oblique purpose of arriving at what is 
suggested to be just equivalent. It is unthinkable that the Legislatiue after the 
Constitution Fourth Amendment Act intendc-d that^the word “ compensation ” 
ns’ould mean just equivalent. Therefore, just equivalent cannot be the criterion 
in finding out whether the principles are relevant to compensation or tvhether 
compensation is illusory. 

Under Act XXII of 1969 the entire undertaking is the subject-matter of acquisi- 
tion and compensation is to be paid for the undertaking and not .for each of the 
■assets of the undertaking. There is no uniform established principle for valuing 
-an undertaking as a going concern but the usual principle is assets minus liabili- 
ties. If it be suggested that no compensation has been provided for any parti- 
•cular asset that will be questioning adequacy of compensation because compensa- 
tion has been provided for the entire tmdertaking. 

The principles which have been set out in the 1 969 Act are relevant to the deter- 
mination of compensation. It may be that adoption of one principle may confer 
lesser sum of money than another but that will not be a ground for saying that 
the principle is not relevant. The criticism that compensation provided by the 
1969 Act is illusors- is utterly unmeritorious. (For details see dissenting judgment 
•of Ray, J.). 

Per Raj, J. (MajoriU- expression no opinion); — ^Thcre can be retrospective 
legislation affecting acquisition of property a.nd such retrospective operation and 
validation of actions wi»h regard to acquisition docs not offend Article 31 (2) of 
the Constitution. Act XXII of 1969 which is retrospective in operation does not 
riolatc .-\rticlc 31 (2) because it speaks of authority of a law without any word.s 
•of limitation or restriction as to law being in force at the time. 

Section 1 1 of Act XXII of 1969 does not suffer from the vice of excessive dclc- 
;gation. It is explicable that tvherc the Government acquires undertakings of 
industries, the matters 'of policy involring public interest or national interest 
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should be left to be decided by the Government. There is nothing unconstitu- 
tional in such provisions. 

Acquisition of the 14 banks and the prohibition of banking business by the 
existing banks does not violate Article 301 of the Constitution. Article 305 
directly applies to a late relating to banking and all businesses necessarily inci- 
dental to it carried on by the State to the complete or partial exclusion of 14 
banks. Article 30a can have no application in such a case. An individual 
cannot complain of violation of Article 301. Article 305 applies in the present 
case and therefore neither Article 301 nor Article 302 ssull apply. 

Petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of India for enforcement of the 
Fundamental Rights. 

Ji.A. Palkhisala and M. G. Ohagla, Senior Advocates (A.J. Rana, Mrs. A". A- 
hivala, R. Bamierjee, S. Swamp and B. Dalta, Advocates and J. B. Daicchemji, 
0 . G. Maihur and Ravinder J^arain, Advocates of Mjs. J. B. Dadachanji & Go. wth 
them), for Petitioner (In W.Ps. Nos. 222 and 300 of 1969). 

R. V. S. Marti, Advocate, for Petitioner (In W.P. No. 298 of 1969). 

Mr. JRren De, Attorney-General for India, Jagadish Swamp, Solicitor-General 
of India, M. G. Setaload and G. K. Daphiary, Senior Advocates (R. H. Dhebar, R.A. 
Sachthey and S.P. dfayar. Advocates, with them), for Respondent (In W.P. No. 222 
of 1969). 

Mr. J^iren De, Attorney-General, for India, jagadish Swamp, Solicitor-General 
of India, M. G. Setalvad, G. K. Daphtary and S. Bindra, Senior Advocates, (P*^* 
Dhebar, R. A'l Sachth^, S. P. R'ayar and jV. Hi Hingorani, Advocates, svith them), for 
Respondent (In W.P. No. 300 of 1969). 

Mr. Hiren De, Attorney-General for India, Jagadish Swamp, Solicitor-C^eral 
of India, M.C. Setalvad, C. K. Daphtary and Dr. V. A. S^-id Mahamritad, Senior 
Advocates {R. H. Dhebar, R. H. Sachthey and S. P. Xayar, Advocates, tvith thein)r 
for Respondent (In W.P. No. 298 of 1969). 

M. G. Setalvad and S. Mohan Kumaramangalam, Senior Advocates {R. R. Oorg 
and S. G'.Agarwal, Advocates o?Mjs. Ramamarthi & Go., and V. J. Francis, Advocate^ 
with thim), for Intervener No. i. 

M. G. Setalvad, Senior Advocate {R. H. Dhebar and S. P. Rqyor, Advocates, with- 
him), for Intervener No. 2 (Maharashtra). 

S. Mohan Kamararrtarigalam, Senior Advocate, (A. V. Rangom, Advocate, tdth 
him), for Intervener No. 3 (Tamil Nadu). 

Mr. Lai Narain Siaha, Advocate-General for the State of Biliar (P. R. Garg and. 
D. P. Singh, Advocates, with him), for Intcrv’cner No. 4 (Bihar). 

V. Jl. Krishna Menon, Senior Advocate ( 3 f. R. Krishna Pillai and D. P. Singhr 
Advocates, with him), for Intervener No. 5 (Kerala). 

P. Ram Reddy, Senior Advocate (P. Parameswara Rao, Advocate, •with him), 
for Intervener No. 6 (Andhra Pradesh). 

M. G. Ghagla, Senior Advocate {Sanlosh Ghalterjee and G. S. Chatter jee. Advocates,. 
^vith him), for Intervener No. 7 (Orissa). 

The following Judgments of the Court were delivered 

Shah, J . — (On behalf of himself and other Judges c.xccpt Ray, J.) ^Rustom 
Cavasjee Cooper — hereinafter caUed ‘the petitioner’ — ^holds shares in the CCTtra 
Bank of India Ltd., the Bank of Baroda Ltd., the Union Bank of India f^'d., and t c 
Bank oflndia Ltd., and has accounts — current and fixed deposit — ^""itli those Ban ts, 
he is also a director of the Central Bank oflndia Ltd. By these 
a declaration that the Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer 'L 

ings) Ordinance VIII of 1969 promulgated on igtli July, i 9 ® 9 > and the 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act XXII oft 969 tvhich re- 
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placed the Ordinance -with certain modifications impair his rights guaranteed 
under Articles 14, 19 and 31 of the Constitution, and are on that account invalid. 

In India there tvas till 1949, no comprehensive legislation governing banking 
business and banking institutions. The Central Legislature enacted the Banking 
Companies Act X of 1949 (later called “ The Banking Regulation Act ”) to consoli- 
•date and amend the law relating to certain matters concerning banking. By 
section 5 (J) of that Act, ” banking ’’ t%’as defined as meaning the accepting, for 
the purpose of lending or investment, of deposits of money from the public, repayable 
on demand or otherwise,” and by section 5 (c) a “ banking company ” meant “ any 
•company which transacts the business of banking in India.” By section 6 it teas 
■enacted that in addition to the business of banking as defined in section 5 {b) a 
Banking company may engage in one or more of the forms of business specified in 
clauses (a) to (0) of sub-section (i). By sub-section (2) of section 6 banking com- 
panies tcere prohibited from engaging “ in any form of business other than those 
referred to in sub-section (i).” The Act applied to commercial banks, and enacted 
provisions, amongst others, relating to prohibition of emplojunent of managing 
agents and restrictions on CCTtain forms of employment; minimum paid-up capital 
and reserves; r^ulation of voting rights of shareholders and election of Board of 
Directors; prohibition of charge on unpaid capital; restriction on payment of ditd- 
dend; maintenance of a percentage of assets; return of unclaimed deposits; and 
accounts and balance-sheets. It also enacted pro%'isions authorising the Reserve 
Bank to issue directions to and for trial of proceedings against the Banks and for 
speedy disposal of t\-inding up proceedings of Banks. 

The Banking Regulation Act -was amended by Act LVIII of 1968, to give 
effect to the- polic\'- of -- social- control ” over commercial banks. Act LVIII of 
1968 prodded for reconstitution of the Boards of Directors of commercial banks 
■with a Chairman who had practical experience of the tvorking of a Bank or financial , 
-economic and business administration, and with a membership not less than 51 per 
cent, consisting of persons having special knowledge or practical experience in 
accountancy, agricidt-ure and rural economy, banking co-operation, economics, 
finance, laiv and small-scale industry. The Act also provided that no loans shall 
be granted to any director of the Bank or to any concern in tvhich he is interested 
as Managing Director, Manager, employee or guarantor or partner or in which 
be holds substantial interest. The Rcsciwc Bank -was invested -with power to give 
directions to commercial banks and to appoint directors or observes in the interest 
of depositors or proper management of the Banking Companies, or in the interest 
-of Banking policy (w-hich expression was defined by section 5 (ca) as 

any policy which is specified from time to time by the Reserve Bank in the 
interest of the banking system or in the interest of monetary stability or sotmd 
economic growth, hadng due regard to the interests of the depositors, volume 
of deposits and other resomces of the ba.nk and the need for equitable allocation 
and the efficient use of these deposits and resources.^’ 

The Reserve Bank was also invested, -wiih po'ivcr to icmovc manaf^crial 
and other personnel from office and to appoint additional directors and 
to issue directions prohibiting certain activities in relation to Banking Companies. 
The Central Government -ve-as given power to acquire the business of anv Bank 
if it failed repeatedly to comply with any direction issued by the Reserve 
B.'ink under certain specific provision in regard to any matter concerning the affairs 
of the Bank and if acquisition of the Bank svas considered necessary in the interest 
of the depositors or in the interest of the banking policy or for the better provision of 
credit generally or of credit to any particular section of the community or in a 
particular area. 

During the last t\vo decades the Reserve Bank reorganised tire banking structure. 
A number of units rvhich accounted for a small section of the banking business 
-w'crc amalgamated under directions of the Reserve Bank. The total number of 

commercial banking institutions -vsns reduced from 566 in 1951 to 89 in 1969 yo 

scheduled and 16 non-schcdulcd. 
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In exercise of the authority conferred by the State Bank of India Act XXI of 
1 955 ^he undertaking of the former Imperial Bank of India was taken over by a 
public corporation controlled by the Central Government. The State Bank took 
over seven subsidiaries under authority conferred by Act XXX\TII of 1959. There 
were in June, 1969 14 commercial banks operating in India each having deposits 
exceeding Rs. 50 crores. The followng is an analysis of the commercial banking 
structure in India in June, 1969: 


A'b. of A'b. of Deposits Credit {in 

Banks. Offices. {in Crores) Crores). 


State Bank of India 
Subsidiaries of State Bank of India. . 
Indian Schedule Commercial bardcs 
(each with deposit exceeding Rs. 50 
Crores) 

Banks incorporated in Foreign 
Countries 

Other Indian Scheduled Banks 
Non- scheduled Commercial Banks. 


I 

1,566 

948 

967 

7 

888 

291 

219 

14 

4,130 

2,632 

1,829 

15* 

130 

478 

385* 

36 

L324 

296 

197 

16 

216 

28 

16 


*Only 13 were operating. 

Late in the afternoon of 19th July) 1969 (^vhich ■»\’as a Saturday) the Vice- 
President (acting as President) promulgated, in exercise of the power conferred by 
clause (i ; of Article 123 of the (institution. Ordinance VIII of 1969 transferring 
to and vesting the undertaking of 14 named commercial banks in corresponding 
new banks set up under the Ordinance. The long title of the Ordinance read as 
follows; 

“ An Ordinance to provide for the acquisition and transfer of the undertakings 
of certain banking companies in order to serve better the needs of development 
of the economy in conformity with national policy and objectives and for matters 
connected therewith or incidental thereto.” 

By section 2, “ banking company ” was defined as not including a foreign company 
within the meaning of section 591 of the Companies Act, 1956. An “ e.xisting bank ’ 
was defined by section 2 {b) as meaning 

“ a banking company specified in column r of the First Schedule, being a 
company the deposits of ^v•hich, as shown in the return as on the last Friday of 
June, 1969, furnished to the Reserve Bank under section 27 of the Banldng 
Regulation Act, 1949, were not less than rupees fifty crorts.” 

In the Schedule to the Act 'ivere included the names of fourteen commercial 
banks. 

(1) The Central Bank of India Ltd. 

(2) The Bank of India Ltd. 

(3) The Punjab National Bank Ltd. 

(4) The Bank of Baroda Ltd. 

(5) The United Commercial Bank Ltd. 

(6) Canara Bank Ltd. 

(7) United Bank of India Ltd. 

(8) Uena Bank Ltd. 

(9) SjTidicate Bank Ltd. 

(xo) 'ITie Union Bank of India Ltd. 
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(11) Allahabad Bank Ltd. 

(12) The Indian Bank Ltd. 

(13) The Bank of Maharashtra Ltd. 

(14) The Indian Overseas Bank Ltd. 

These banks arehereinafter referred to as the named banks. 

A “ corresponding nenv bank ” ^vas defined in relation to an existing bank as meaning 
“ the body corporate specified against such bank in column 2 of the First Schedule.”' 
By section 2 (g) it was provided that the words and expressions used in the Ordinance 
and not defined, but defined in the Banking Regulation Act, 1949, had the meaning 
respectively assigned to them in that Act. Thereby the definitions of “banking” 
and “ banking company ” in section 5 {b) and section 5 (c) of the Banking RegiJation 
Act were incorporated in the Ordinance. 

The principal provisions of the Ordinance were — (i) Corporations styled in 
the ordinance “ corresponding new banks ” shall be established, each such corpora- 
tion having paid-up capital equal to the paid-up capital of the named bank in 
relation to which it is a corresponding new bank. The entire capital of the new 
bank shall stand vested in the Central Government. The corresponding new 
banks shall be authorised to carry on and transact the business of banking as defined 
in clause {b) of section 5 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949, and also to engage 
in one or more forms of business specified in sub-section (i) of section 6 of that Act. 
The Chairman of the na.med bank holding office immediately before the commence- 
ment of the Ordinance shall be the Custodian of the corresponding new bank. The 
general superintendence and direction of the affairs and business of a correspond- 
ing bank shall be vested in the Custodian, who shall be the chief executive officer 
of that bank. 

(2) The undertaking -within or without India of every named bank on the 
commencement of the Ordinance shall stand transferred to and vested' in the 
corresponding new bank. The expression “ undertaking ” shall include all assets, 
rights, po\s'ers, authorities and privileges, and all proper! >% movable and immovable 
cash 'balances, reserve fund investments and all other rights and interests arising 
out of such property as are immediately before the commencement of the Ordinance 
in the o-sraership, possession, power or control of the named bank in relation to the 
imdertaking, including all books of accounts, registers, records and all other docu- 
ments of whatever nature relating thereto. It shall also include all borro-trings, 
liabilities and obligations of -whatever kind then subsisting of the named bank in 
relation to the undertaking. If according to the law of any foreign country, the 
provisions of the Ordinance by themselves do not effectively transfer or vest any 
asset or liability situated in that country in the corresponding new bank, the affairs 
of the named bank in relation to such asset or liability shall stand entrusted to the 
chief executive officer of the corresponding new bank -tvith authority to fake steps 
to wind up the affairs of that bank. All contracts, deeds, bonds, agreements, 
potvers of attorney, grants of legal representation and other instruments of -whatever 
nature subsisting or hav-ing effect immediately before the commencement of the 
Ordinance, and to -which the named bank is a party or -which are in favour of the 
named bank shall be of as full force and effect against or in favour of the correspond- 
ing new bank, and be enforced or acted upon as fully and effectivclv as if in the 
place of the named bank the corresponding new bank is a party thereto or as if 
the>' arc issued in favour of the corresponding new bank. In pending suits or other 
proceedings by or against the named bank, the corresponding new bank shall be 
substituted in those suits or proceedings. Any reference to any named bank in 
any law, other than the Ordinance, or in any contract or other instrument shall be 
construed as a reference to the corresponding ne%v bank in relation to it. 

(3) The Central Government shall have power to frame a scheme for carrjdng 
out the'prorisions of the Act, and for that purpose to make prorisions for the corres- 
ponding new banks relating to capital structure, constitution of the Board ofDircctors 
manner of payment of compensation to the shareholders, and matters incidenfar 
consequential and supplemental. Corresponding new banks shall also be guided 
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in the discharge of their functions by such directions in regard to matters of policy 
•involving public interest as the Central Government may give. 

(4) On the commencement of the Ordinance, every person holding office as 
•Chairman, Managing Director, or other Director of a named hank, shall be deemed 
to have vacated office, and all officers and other employees of a named bank shall 
become officers or other employees of the corresponding new banks. Every named 
•bank shall stand dissolved on such date as the Central Government may by notifi- 
'cation in that behalf appoint. 

(5) The Central Government shall give compensation to the named hanks 
•determined according to the principles set out in Second Schedule, that is to say, — 

(a) where the amount of compensation can be fixed by agreement, it shall 
be determined in accordance with such agreement. 

(6) where no such agreement can be reached, the Central Government shall 
refer the matter to the Tribunal within a period of three months from the date on 
which the Central Govenunent and the existing bank fail to reach an agreement 
•regarding the amount of compensation. 

Compensation so determined shall be paid to each named bank in marketable 
'Central Government securities. For the purpose of determining compensation, 
Tribunals shall be set up by the Central Government with certain powers of a 
'Civil Court. 

(5) The Central Govenunent shall have power to make such orders not 
inconsistent with the provisions of the Ordinance which may be necessarj' for the 
•purpose of removing defects. 

Under the Ordinance the entire undertaking of every named commercial 
bank was taken over by the corresponding new bank, and all assets and contractual 
•rights and all obligations to which the named bank -was subject stood transferred to 
the corresponding new bank. The Chairman and the Directors of the Banks 
-vacated their respective offices. To the named banks survived only the right to 
receive compensation to be determined in the manner prescribed. Compensation, 
unless settled by agreement, was to be determined by the Tribunal, and was to 
be given in marketable Government securities. The entire business of each named 
bank was accordingly taken over, its chief executive officer ceased to hold office 
and assumed the office of Custodian of the corresponding new bank, its 
directors vacated office; and the services of the administrative and other stall 
stood transferred to the corresponding new bank. The named bank had thereafter 
no assets, no business, and no managerial administrative or other staff; it was 
incompetent to use the word “ Bank in its name, because of the prosisions con- 
tained in section 7 (i) of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949, and was liable to be 
dissolved by a notification of the Central Government. 

Petitions challenging the competence of the President to promulgate the 
■Ordinance were lodged in this Court on 21st July, 1969. But before the petitions 
could be heard by this Court, a Bill to enact provisions relating to acquisition and 
transfer of undertakings of the e.xisting banla was introduced in the Parliament, 
-and was enacted on 9th August, 1969, as “ The Banking Companies (Acquisition and 
Transfer of Undertakings) Act of 1969.” The long title of the Act was in 

terms identical -with the long title of the Ordinance. By sub-section (i) of section 
27 of the Act, Ordinance Viri of 1969 was repealed. In the First Schedule were 
included the names of the 14 banks named in the Ordinance in juxtaposition with 
the names of the corresponding new banks. By sub-section (2) of section i. the 
Act came into force on 19th July, 1969, and the undertaking of every named bank 
was deemed, ts-ith effect from that date, to have vested in the corresponding nw 
Tiank. By section 27 (2), (3) and (4) actions taken or things done under the 
Ordinance inconsi.stcnt witli the provisions of the Act were not to be of any force or 
effect, arid no right, privilege, obligation or liability was to be deemed to have been 
•acquired, accrued or incurred under the Ordinance. 
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The general scheme of the Ordinance reh ting to the transfer to and vesting in 
the corresponding nesv bank of the undertaking of each named bank, payment of 
compensation, and management of the corresponding new bank, remained unaltered. 
The Act departed from the Ordinance in certain matters : 

(1) Under the Act the named banks remain in existence for certain purposes 
and they arc not liable to be dissolved by order of the Government. If under the 
laws in force in any foreign country it is not permissible for a banking company, 
owned or controlled by Government, to carry on the business of banking in that 
country, the assets, rights, powers, authorities and privileges and property, movable 
and immovable, cash balances and investments of any named bank operating in 
that country shall not vest in the corresponding new bank. The directors of the named 
banks shall remain in office and may register transfers or transmission of shares ; 
arrive at an agreement about the amount of compensation payable under the Act 
or appear before the Tribunal for obtaining a determination as to the amount of 
compensation ; distribute to shareholders the amount of compensation received 
by the Bank under the Act for the acquisition of its undertaking ; carry on the 
business of banking in any country outside India if under tlie law in force in that 
country any bank, owned or'controllcd by Government, is prohibited from carrying 
on ‘the business of banking there; and carry on any business other than the business 
of banking. The Central Government has powe r to authorise the corresponding 
new bank to advance the amount required by the named bank in connection with 
the functions which the directors may perform. Reference to any named bank 
in any law, or in any contract or other instrument shall be construed as a reference 
to the corresponding nc^v bank in relation to it, but not in cases ^vhcrc the named 
bank may carry on any business and in relation to that business. 

(2) Principles for determination of compensation and the manner of pay- 
ment are modified. Interim compensation may be paid to a named bank if it agrees 
to distribute to its shareholders in accordance -with their rights and interests. A 
major change is made in the principles for determining compensation set out in 
Shedulc II. By Explanation I to clause (e) of Part I of Schedule II, the value of 
any land or buildings to be taken into account in valuing the assets is to be the market 
value of the land or buildings, but where such market value exceeds the “ascertained 
value ”, that “ ascertained \^ue ” is to be taken into account, and by Explanation II 
the “ ascertained value ” of any building wholly occupied on the date of the com- 
mencement of the Act is to be t-\vclvc times the amount of the annual rent or the 
rent for ^vhich the building may reasonably be expected to be let out from year to 
year, and reduced by one-sixth of the amount of the rent on account of maintenance 
and repairs, annual premium paid to insure the building against risk of damage or 
destruction, annual charge, if any, on the bxiilding, ground rent, interest on any 
mortgage or other capital charge on the building, interest on borro^^•ed capital if the 
building has been acquired, constructed, repaired, renewed or re-constructed Anth 
borrowed capital, and the sums paid on account of land revenue or other taxes in 
respect of such building. 

(3) The Central Government may reconstitute any corresponding new bank 
into two or more corporations ; amalgamate any corresponding netv' bank or with 
another banking institution ; transfer the whole or any part of the undertaking of a 
corresponding nets* bank to any other banking institution ; or transfer the whole or 
any part of the undertaking of any other banking institution to a corresponding new 
bank. The Board of Directors of the corresponding nctv banks arc to consist of 
rtTArcsentatives of the depositors of the corresponding nctr bank, employees of such 
banks, farmers, AS’orkers and artisans to be elected in the prescribed manner and of 
other persons as the Central Government may appoint. 

(4) The profits remaining after making provision for bad and doubtful debts 
depreciation in assets, contributions to staff and superannuation funds and all other 
matters for tehich protision is necessary' under any law, the corresponding nctv bank 
shall transfer the balance of profits to the Central Goverrunent. 

> C J— 73 
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(5) Provision of law relating to winding np of corporations do not apply to 
the coiresponding new banks, and a corresponding ne\v bank may be ordered to 
be liquidated only by the order of the Central Oovemment. 

The petitioner challenges the validity of the Ordinance and the Act on the 
follotving principal grounds : 

I. T^e Ordinance promulgated in exercise of the potver under Article 123 
of the Constitution was invalid, because the condition precedent to the exercise of the 
power did not exist ; 

II. That in enacting the Act the Parliatncnt encroached upon the State 
List in the Seventh Schedule of the Contitution, and to that- exctent the Act is 
outside the legislative competence of the Parliament; 

IIL That by enactment of the Act, fundamental rights of the petitioner 
^aranteed by the Constitution xmder Articles 14, 19 (i) (J) and (g) and 31 (2) are 
impaired ; 

rV. That by the Act the guarantee of freedom of trade under Article 301 is 
violated ; and 

V. That in any event retrospective operation given to Act (XXII of 1969) is 
ineffective, since there -was no valid Ordinance in existence. The provision in the 
Act retrospectively validating infringement of the fundamental rights of citizens t\-as 
not wsthin the of the That mb-seciiaas (z) azzd (2} ofseetzon 

II and section 26 are invalid. 

The Attomej.-General contended that the petitions arc not maintainable, 
because no fundamental right of the petitioner is directly impaired by the enactment 
of the Ordinance and the Act, or by any action tal^en thereunder. He submitted 
that the petitioner who claims to be a shareholder, director and holder of deposit 
and current accounts irith the Banks is not the ovnor of the property of the under- 
taking taken over by the corresponding new banks and is on that account incompetent 
to maintain the petitions complaining that the rights guaranteed under Articles 14 
19 and 31 of the Constitution irere impaired. 

A company registered imder the Companies Act is a legal person, separate and 
distinct from its individual members. Property of the Company is not the property 
of the shareholders. A shareholder has merely an iuterest in the company arising 
under its Articles of Association, measured by a sum of money for the purpose of lia- 
bility, and by a sliare in the profit. Again a director of a company is merely its 
agent for the purpose of management. The holder of a deposit account in a com- 
pany isits.creditor : he is not the owner of any specific fund ]>ing with the company. 

A sliareholder, a depositor or a director may not therefore be entitled to move a 
petition for infringement of the rights of the company, unless by the action impugned 
by him, his rights are also infringed. 

By a petition praying for a writ against infringement of fundamental rights, 
except in a case where the petition is for a writ of habeas corpvs and probably for 
infringement of the guarantees under Articles 17, 23 and 24, the petitioner may seek 
relief in respect of his ovra rights and not of others. The shareholder of a company, 
it-is true, is not the owner of its assets ; he has merely a right to participate in the 
profits of the company subject to the contract confainod in the Articles of Association. 
But on tliat account the petitions will not fail. A measure executive or legislative 
may impair the rights of the company alone, and not of its shareholders ; it may 
impair the rights of the shareholders and not of the company : it may impair the 
rights of the shareholders as well as of the company. Jurisdiction of the Court to 
grant relief cannot lie denied, when by Stale action the rights of the individual, 
shareholder arc impaired, if tliat action impairs the rights of the company as well. 
The test in determining whc'her the sharchclder’s right is impaired is not formal : 
it is essentially qualitative : if the State' action impairs the right of the shareholders 
as well as of the company, the Court will^ not, concentrating merely upon the 
technical operation of the action, deny itself jurisdict 'on to grant relief. 

Thepetitiont r claims that by the Act and by the Ordin.ance the rights guaranteed 
to him imder Articles 14, 19 and 31 of the Constitution arc impaired. He says 
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that the Act and the Ordinance are mthout legislative competence in that they inter- 
fere \vith the guarantee of freedom of trade and are not made in the public interest ; 
that the Parliament had no legislative competence to enact the Act and the President 
had no po'iver to promulgate the Ordinance, because the subject-matter of the Act 
and the Ordinance is (partially at least) wthin the State List ; and that the Act and 
Ordinance are invalid because they vest the undertaking of the named banks in the 
ne^v corporations without a public purpose and without setting otit principles and 
the basis for determination and pajunent of a just equivalent for the property expro- 
priated. He says that in consequence of the hostile discrimination practised by the 
State the value of his investment in the shares is substantially reduced, his right to 
receive dividend from his investment has ceased, and he has suffered great financial 
loss, he is deprived of the right as a shareholder to carry on business through the 
agency of the company, and that in respect of the deposits the obligations of the 
corresponding nerv banks not of his choice are substituted without his consent. 

In Dwarkadas Shrinivas v. The Sholapar Spinning and Weaving Company Limited and 
others^, this Court held that a preference shareholder of a company is competent to 
■maintain a suit challenging the validity of the " Sholapur Spinning and Weaving 
Company (Emergency Provisions) Ordinance ” 2 of 1950 (which rvas later replaced 
by Act XXVII of 1950), which deprived the company of its property without 
payment of compensation rs'ithin the meaning of .Article 3 1 . Mahajari, J., observed : 

The plaintiff and the other preference shareholders are in imminent danger 
' of sustaining direct injmy as a result of the enforcement of this Ordinance, the 
direct injury being the amoimt of the call that they are called upon to pay and 
the consequent forfetitme of their shares.” 

Das, J., in the same case examined the matter in some detail and observed at page 
722 : 

“ The impugned Ordinance, * * directly affects the preference 

shareholders by imposing on them this liability, or the risk of it, and gives them a 
sufficient interest to challenge the validity of the Ordinance, * - * * 

Certainly he can show that the Ordinance under tvhich these persons have been 
appoint^ was beyond the legislative competence of the authority which made it 
or that the Ordinance had not been duly promulgated. If he can, -ivith a view to 
destroy the loms standi of the persons who have made the call raise the qustion of 
the invalidity of the Ordinance * * , I can see no valid reason why, 

for the self same purpose, he should not be permitted to challenge the validity of 
the Ordinance on the ground of its unconstitutionality for the breach of the 
fundamental rights of the company or of other persons.” 

A similar view was also taken in Gkiranjil Lai 'Ghoivdari w The Union of India,- by 
Mukhcijea, J., at page 899, by Fazl Ali, J;, at page 876, by Patanjali Sastfi J., .at 
page 889 and by Das, J., at page 922. 

The judgment of this Court in The Stale Trading Gorporalion of India Limited and 
others v. The Commercial Tax OJjicer, I’isakhapalnam and others^, has no bearing on this 
question. In that case in a petition under .Article 32 of the Constitution the State- 
Trading Corporation challenged tlie infringement of its right to hold property and 
to cany' on business under Article 19 (1) (/) and {g) of the Constitution, and this 
Court opined that tlic Corporation not being a citizen teas incompetent to enforce 
the rights guaranteed by Article 19. Nor has the judgment in Tala Engineering and 
Lccomolite Company Limited v. State of Bihar and others*, any bearing .on the question 
arising in these petitions. In a petition under Article 32 of the Constitution filed 
by a Company challenging the lc\y of salcs-taxb\ the State of Bihar, two shareholders 
were also impleaded as petitioners. It was urgeff on behalf of the sltareholdcrs 
that in substance the interests of the Company and of the shnxcholdcrs were identical 
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and the shareholders •\vere entitled to maintain the petition. The Court rejected that 
contention, observing that what the Company could not achieve direciiy, it could 
not rehing upon the doctrine of “ lifting the veil ■' achieve indirectly. The peti- 
tioner seeks in this case to challenge the infringement of his otm rights and not of 
the Banks of which he is a shareholder and a director and with which he has accounts 
— current and fixed deposit. 

It was urged that in any event the guarantee of freedom of trade does not occur 
in Part III of the Constitution, and the petitioner is not entitled to maintain a peti- 
tion for breach of that guarantee in this Court. But the petitioner docs not seek by 
these petitions to enforce the guarantee of freedom of trade and commerce in Article 
301 : he claims that in enacting the Act the Parliament has violated a constitutional 
restriction imposed by Part XIII on its legislative power and in determining she 
extent to which hb fundamental fi-eedoms are impaired, the statute v.'hich the Parlia- 
ment b incompetent to enact must be ingored. 

It is not necessarv* to consider whether Article 31-A (i) (d) of the Constitution 
bars the petitioner’s claim to enforce hb rights as a director. The Act prir.ajcd' 
does not (though the Ordinance purported to) seek to extingubh or modify the right 
ofthe petitioner as a director ; it seeks to take away expressly the right of the named 
Banks to Carrs’^ on banking business, while reserving their right to carry on business 
other than banking. Assuming that he b not entitled to set up hb right to enforce 
his guaranteed rights as a direcotr, the petition vstII not still fail. The Prdiminzi^' 
objection rabed by the Attome\--General against the maintainability of the peti- 
tions must fail. 

I, Validity of Ordinance 8 of ip6g — 

Power to bsue Ordinance is bj' Article 123 of the Constitution vested in the 
President. .Article 123 provides : 

“ (i) If at any time, except -when both Houses of Parliament arc in session, 
the President is satisfied that circumstances exist which render it neccssarv’ for him 
to take immediate action, he may promulgate such Ordinance as the circumstances 
appear to him to require. 

(2) An Ordinance promu!ga<cd under this Article shall have the same force 
and efiect as an -Act of Parliament, but cverv- such Ordinance — 

(a) shall be laid before both Houses of Parliament and shall cease to operate 
at the expiration of six iveeks from tJic re-assembly of Parliament, or, if before the 
expiration of that period resolutions disapproving it are passed bj- both Houses, 
upon the passing of the second of tliosc resolutions : and 

(i) .may be withdratra at any time by the President. 

E^plarjilior,. — the Houses of Parliament arc summoned to rc-asscmbic 
on different dates, the period of six weeks shall be reckoned Gum the later of those 
dates for the purposes of this clause. 

(3) If and so far as an Ordinance under this anicle makes any provision 
which Parliament ss'ould not luider this Constitution be comptent to enact, it 
shall be void.” 

Under the Constitution, the President being the constitutional head, normal- 
ly acts in all matters including the promulgation of an Ordinance on the p.dvicc of 
hb Council of Ministers. "INTrcther in a given case the President may decline ’o 
be guided by the advice of his Council of Alinisters is a matter which need not detain 
us. The Ordnance is promulgated^ in the name of the President and in a consti- 
tutional sense on hts satisfaction : it is in truth promuJga'ed on the advice of his 
Council of Ministers and on their satbfaction. The President is under the Con'^’i- 
tution not the nepositoy of the legislative potver of the Union, but v/ith a vlesv to 
meet extraordinary situations demanding immediate enactment of laws, provision b 
made in the Constitution investing the President srith potver to Icgblaie by premui- 
gating Ordinances. 
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Power to promulgate such Ordinance as the circumstances appear to the 
President to require is exercised — {a) -when both Houses of Parliament are not in 
session ; {b) the provision intended to be made is within the competence of the 
Parliament to enact ; and {c) the President is satisfied that circumstances exist 
which render it necessary for him to take immediate action. Exercise of the power is 
strictly conditioned. The clause relating to the satisfaction is composite : the satis- 
faction relates to the existence of circxunstances, as well as to the necessity to take 
immediate action on account of those circumstances. Determination by the 
President of the existence of circumstances and the necessity to take immediate 
action on which the satisfaction depends, is not declared final. 

The Attorney-General contended that the condition of satisfaction of the Presi- 
dent in both the branches is purely subjective and the Union of India is imdcr no 
obligation to disclose the existence of, or to justify the circmnstances of the necessity 
to t^e immediate action. He relied upon the decisions of the Judicial Committee 
in Bhagat Singh v. The King Emperor'^; King Emperor v. Benoari Lai Sharma-; and 
upon a decision of the Federal Court in Lahhi Xarayan Das v. The Province of Bihar^, 
which interpreted the analogous provisions of the Government of India Act, 1935, 
conferring upon the Governor-General in the first t^v•o cases, and upon the’Govemor 
of a Province in the last case, porver to issue Ordinances. He also relied upon the 
judgment of the Judicial Committee in Httbli Electricity Company Limited v. Province of 
Bombay*. 

The Attorney-General said that investment of legislative power upon the 
President being an incident of the division of sovereign functions of the Union and a 
" matter of high policy ”, the expression the President is satisfied that circum- 
stances exist which render it necessary for him to take immediate action ” is incor- 
porated as a guidance and not as a condition of the exercise of power. He invited 
our attention to the restraints inherent in the Constitution on the exercise of the 
power to promulgate Ordinance in clauses (i) and (2) of Article 74 ; clauses (3) 
and (4) of Articles 75 and Article 361, and submitted that the rule applicable to the 
interpretation of Parliamentarj' Statutes conferring authority upon officers of the 
State to act in a prescribed manner on being satisfied about the existence of certain 
circumstances is inept in determining the true perspective of the power of the head 
of the State in situations of emergency. 

On the other hand, Mr. Palkhivala contended that the President is not made by 
Article 123 the final arbiter of the existence of the conditions on which the porver to 
promulgate an Ordinance may be exercised. Power to promulgate an Ordinance 
being conditional, counsel urged, this Court in the absence of a provision — express 
or necessarily implicit in the Constitution — ^to the contrary,is competent to determine 
whether the power ts’as exercised not for a collateral purpose, but on relevant circum- 
stances which, prima facie, establish the necessity to take immediate action. Counsel 
submitted that the rules applicable to the interpretation of statutes conferring power 
exercisable on satisfaction of the specified circumstances upon the President and 
upon officers of the State, are not different. The nature of the poss-er to perform 
an official act svhere the authority is of a certain opinion, or that in his view certain 
circumstances exist or that he has reasonable grounds rto believe, or that he has 
reasons to believe, or that he is satisfied, springing from a constitutional prorision 
is in no manner different from a similar power under a Parliamentarj' Statute, and 
no greater sanctity may attach to the exercise of the power merely bcausc the source 
of the power is in the Constitution and not in a Parliamentary Statute. There is, 
it svris urgcd,.nothing in the constitutional scheme which supports the contention 
that the clause relating to satisfaction is not a condition of the exercise of power. 


1. n93I) LJl. 58 I.A. 169 : 61 M.L.J. 279. 

2. (1945) L.R. 72 1-A- 57: (1945) F.C.R. 16! : 
(1945) F-LJ. 1 :(1945) 1 M.L.J.76- 


3. (1949) F.C.R. 693 : (1950) S.C.J. 32 : 
(1950) 1 M.LJ. 760. 

4- (1949)L.R.76I.A. 57: (1949) 2 M.L.J. 30 , 
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Goimsel relied upon the judgments of this Court in Barium Chemicals Lid. orJ 
another V. The Company Law Board ai^others'^- znd RohtaS Industries Ltd. v. S.D.Agancal 
andanother-; upon the decisions ofthe House of Lords in Padjield and others x. Minisler 
of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food and others^; and of the Judicial Conunitree in 
Durayappah v. Fenumdo and others^; Kakkuda AH V- AI. F. De. S. Jajarathr.e^; 
Ross-Clunis v. Papadopoullos^, and contended that the decisions ofthe Judicial Com- 
mittee in Bhagal'SingK case"^, and Benoari Lai Sarma’s, case^ , interpreted a provision 
which was in substance different from the provision of Article 123, that the decision 
in Lakhi Xar^mn Dads case^, merely followed the two judgments of the Judicial 
Commettee and since the status of the President under the Constitution qua the 
Parliament is not the same as the constitutional status of the Gfovemor-Gcneral 
imder the Government of India Act, 1935, the decisions cited have no bearing on 
the interpretation of Article 123. 

The Ordinance has been repealed by Act (XXII of 1969), and the question of 
its validity is norv academic. It may assume significance only if we hold that Act 
(XXII of igSg) is valid. Since the Act is', in our vimv, inv’alid for reasons herein- 
after stated, we accede to the submission of the • Attom^’’-General that we need 
express no opinion in this case on the extent of the jurisdiction of the Court to exa- 
mine whether the condition relating to satisfaction <)f the President -was fulfilled. 


II. Authority of Parliament to enact Act (XXII of 1969^ — 

On behalf of the petitioner it is urged that the Act is not unthin the legislative 
potver of the Parliament and that, in any event, to the extent to which it vests in 
the corresponding netv banks the assets of business other than banking, it trenches 
upon the authority of the State Legislature, and is on that account void. _ The 
rclcs'ant legislative entries in the Seventh Schedule and the constitutional provisions 
which have a bearing on the question of acquisition and taking over of undertaking 
of a bank may first be read. 

The Parliament has exclusive legislative power tvith respect to “Banking” 
Entry 45 List I ; “ Inco^oration, regulation and svinding up of trach'ng Corpora- 
tions including banking, insurance and financial corporations but not including co- 
operative societies Entry 43 List I ; and “ Incorporation, regulation and winding 
up of corporations; ss'hethcr trading or not, with objects not confined to one State, 
but not-including Universities”: Entry 44, List I. 

The States have exclusive legislative authority tnth respect to the follow’ng 
subjects in List II: 

Entry 26 — “ Trade and commerce within the State, subject to the provisions 
of entry 33 of List III • ' . ' ' 

Entry 30 — “ Money-lending and money-lenders; relief of agricultural indebted- 
ness.” 

The Parliament and the States have concurrent legislative authority with 
respect to the following subjects in List III; 

• Entry 33 — Trade and conunerce in, and the production, supply and distri- 
. butlon of, — 

’ (a) the products of any industry where the control of such industry by the 
‘ IJnion is declared by Parliament by law to be expedient in the public interest, 

' ■ and imported goods of the same kind as such products; 

(b) foodstuffs, including edible oilseeds and oils; 

(c) cattle fodder, including oilcakes and other concentrates ; 


1. (1966) S.C.R. (Supp.) 311 : (1966) 2 
Comp. .L.J. 151 ; (1966) 2 S.CJ. 623. 

2; A.I.R. 1969 S.C. 707 : (1969) I Comp. 
LJ. 350 : (1969) 2 S.C.J. 1. 

3. 11968) 1 AIIRR. 694. 

•4. L.R. (1967) A.C. 337. 

5. L.R. (1951) A.C. 66. 


6. (1958) 2 A11E.R. 23 : (1958) 1 W.LR. 
546. 

7. (1931) LR. 58 1.A. 619 : 61 M.L J. 279. 

8. - (1945) L.R. 72 r.A. 57 : (1945) 1 M-LJ. 
VC 

9. (194'9) F.C.R. 603 ; (1950) S.CJ. 32: 
(1950) 1 M.L J. 760.. ‘ 
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{d) raw cotton, whether ginned or unginned, and cotton seed; and 
{e) raw jute.” 

Entry 42 — Acquisition and requisition of property.” 

The argument raised by hfr. Setalvad, intervening on behalf of the State of 
Maharashtra and the Sta.te of Jammu and Kashmir, that the Parliament is compcten 
to enact Act (XXII of 1969,) because the subject-matter of the Act is ‘S\dth respect 
to ” regulation of trading corporations and matters subsidiary and incidental theretot 
and on that account is covered in its entirety by Entries 43 and 44 of List I of the. 
Seventh Schedule, cannot be upheld. Entry 43 deals ■with incorporation, regula:= 
tion and %vinding up of trading corporations including banking companies. Larv 
regulating the business of a corporation is not a latv with respect to regulation of 
a corporation. In List I entries expressly relating to trade and commerce are 
Entries 41 and 42. Again several entries in List I relate to activities commercial 
in character. Entry 45 “ Banking ”; Entry 46 “ Bills of exchange, cheques pro- 
missory notes and other like instruments,” Entry 47 “ Insurance ”; Entiy 48 “ Stock 
exchanges and future markets Entry 49 “ Patents, inventions and designs.’^ 
There are several entires relating to activities commercial as well as non-com- 
mercial in List II — Entry 21 “Fisheries;” Entry 24 “Industries x x x 
Entry 25 “Gas and Gas works; ” Entry 26 “Trade and commerce”; Entry 30 
“Money-lending and money-lenders;” Entry 31 “Inns and Inn-keeping;” 
Entry 33 “Theatres and dramatic performances cinemas, etc.” We are unable 
to accede to the argument that the State Legislatures are competent to legislate in 
respect of the subject-matter of those entries only when the commercial activities 
are carried on by indiwduals and not when they are carried on- by Corporations. 

The object of Act (XXII of 1969) is to transfer the undertaking of each named 
bank and to vest it in the corresponding new bank set up with authority to carry on 
banking and other business. Each such corresponding ne^\' bank is controlled by 
the Central Government of which the entire capital is to stand vested in and allot- 
ted to the Central Government. The principal provisions of the Act which effec- 
tuate that object relate to — setting up of “ corresponding nctv banks ” as statutory 
corporations to carry on and transact the business of banking as defined in section 5 
(6) of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949, and one or more other forms of business 
specified in section 6 (i) of that Act, vlth power to acquire and hold property for 
the purpose of the business, and to dispose of the same; administration of the cor- 
responding new banks as institutions carrying on banking and other business; 
the undertaking of each named bank in its entirety stands transferred to and vested 
in a new corporation set up for that purpose; principles for determination of compen- 
sation and method of pajment thereof to each named bank for transfer of its under- 
taking; and that the named bank may not Carrs’^ on banking business, but may cany- 
out business other than banking. 

Mr. Palkhiv’ala submitted that the Parliament may legislate in respect of the 
business of banking as defined in section 5 (6) of the Baiiking Regulation Act, 1949, 
and matters incidental thereto, and also for acquisition of that part of the under- 
taking of each- named bank -which relates to the business of banking, but not in 
respect of any other business not incidental to banking in which the named bank 
ts-as engaged prior to 19th July, 1969, for tlic power to legislate in respect of such 
other business falls -vvithin Entrs' 26 of List II. As a corollary thereto, counsel sub- 
mitted that power to legislate in respect of acquisition under Entry 42 of List III 
may be exercised by the Parliament only for effectuating legislation under a head 
falling in List I or List III of the Seventh Schedule. 

It is necessary to determine the true scope of “ banking ” in Entry 35, List I, 
the meaning of the expression “ property,” and the limitations on the power of the 
Parliament to legislate in respect of acquisition of property in Entry’ 42, List III. 
hlattcrs not in contest may be eliminated. Power to legislate for setting up corpo- 
rations to cany on banking and other business and to acquire, hold and dispose of 



584 


THE SUPREME COURT JOURNAl. 


[1970 


property and to provide for administration of the corporations is conferred upon 
the Parliament by Entries 43, 44 and 45 of the first list. Power to enact that the 
named banks shall not carry on banking bsuiness [as defined in section 5 (b) of 
the Banking Regulation Act] is incidental to the power to legislate in respect of 
banking. Power to legislate for determination of compensation and method of 
payment of compensation for compulsory acquisition of the assets of the named 
banks, in so far as it relates to banking business is also rvithin the potver of the 
Parliament. 

The expression “ banking ” is not defined in any Indian statute except the 
Banking Regulation Act, 1949. It may be recalled that by section 5 (i) of that 
Act “ banking ” means " the accepting for the purpose of lending or investment of 
deposits of money from the public repayable on demand or othenvise, and with- 
drawable by cheque , draft or otherwise.” The definition did not include other 
commercial activities which a banking institution may engage in. 

In support of his contention Mr. Palkhivala relied upon the observation of 
Lord Porter in Commonwealth of Australia v. Bank ofXew South Wales^, that banking 
consists of the creation and transfer of credit, the making of loans, purchase and 
disposal of investments and other kindred transactions; and upon the statement 
in Halsbury’s Laws of England, 3rd Edn. Vol 2, Article 270 at pages 150 and 151 
that: 

“ A ‘ banker’ is an individual partnership or corporation, whose sole or predo- 
minating business is banking, that is the receipt of money on current or deposit 
account and the payment of cheques drawn by and the collection of cheques paid 
by a customer,” 

and in the foot-note (g) at page 15 1 that: 

“ Numerous other functions are undertaken at the present day by banks such 
as the payment of domiciled bills, custody of valuables, discounting bills, executor 
and trustee business, or acting in relation to stock exchange transactions, and 
banks have functions under certain financial legislation, t * * , 

These functions are not strictly banking business.” 

The Attorney-General said that the expression ” banking ” in Entry 45 List I 
means all form of business ■which since the introduction of western methods of bank- 
ing in India, banking institutions have been carrying on in addition to banking 
as defined in section 5 (i) of the Banking Regulation Act, and on that account all 
forms of business described in section 6 (i) of the Banking Regulation Act in clauses 
(a) to (n) are, if carried on in addition to the “ hard-core of banking.” banking and 
the Parliament is competent to legislate in respect of that business under Entry 45 
List I. In support of his contention that apart from the business of accepting 
money from the public for lending or investment, and withdra^^’able by cheque 
draft or otherwise, banking includes many allied business activities ■which banking 
institutions engaged in, the Attorney-General invited our attention to clause 
21 of the Charter of the Bank of Bengal Act (VI of 1839); section 27 of Act 
IV of 1862; to sections 36 and 37 of the Presidency Banks Act (XI of 1876); 10 
section 91 (15) of the British North America Act; to Paget’s Law of Banking, 
7th Edition at page 5; to the standard form of memorandum of association 
of a Banking Company in Palmer’s Company Presidents Form 138; 
and to the statement of objects and reasons in support of the Bill which was enacted 
as the Indian Companies (Amendment) Act, 1936. 

The Charter of the Bank of Bengal, the Presidency Banks Act IV of 1862, 
Chapter X-A of the Indian Companies Act, 1913, as incorporated by the Indian 
Companies (Amendment) Act, 1936, merely described the business which a banking 
i nstitution could carrj’ on. It was not intended thereby to include those activities 


1. L.R. (1950) A.C. 235 : (1949) 2 All E R. 755. 
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within the expression " banking.” The Acts enacted after the Banking Regulation 
Act, 1949, also support that inference. Under section 33 of the State Bank of 
Incha Act, 1955, the State Bank is entitled to carry on diverse business activities 
beside banking. Similarly the banks subsidiary to the State Bank were by section 36 
of Act (XjXX^TII of 1959) to act as agents of the State Bank, and also to carry on 
and transact business of banking as defined in section 5 (i) of the Banking Regula- 
tion Act, 1949, and were also competent to engage in such one or more other forms 
of business specified in section 6 (r) of that Act. These provisions do not aid in 
construing the Entry ” Banking ” in Entry 45 List I. 

In modem times in India as elsewhere, to attract business, banking establish- 
ments render, and complete in rendering, a variety of miscellaneous services for 
their constituents. If the test for determining what “ banking ” means in the consti- 
tutional entry is any commercial activity which bankers at a given lime engage in, 
great obscurity will be introduced in the content of that expression. The coverage 
of constitutional entry' in a Federal Constitution tvhich carves out a field of legis- 
tion must depend upon a more satisfactory basis. 

The legislative entry in List I of the Seventh Schedule is ‘‘ Banking ” and 
not “ Banker ” or “ Banks.” To include within the connotation of the expression 
“ Banking ” in Entry 45 List I, potver to legislate in respect of all commercial acti- 
vities which a banker by the custom of bankers or authority of law engages in, would 
result in rewriting the Constitution. Investment of potver to legislate on a designa- 
ted topic covers all matters incidental to the topic. A legislative entry being expres- 
sed in a broad designation indicating the contour of plenary power must receive a 
meaning conducive to the tsodest amplitude, subject however to limitations in- 
herent in the federal scheme ■which distributes legislative power between the Union 
and the constituent units. But the field of “ banking ” cannot be extended to 
include trading activities ^vhich not being incidental to banking encroach upon the 
substance of the entiy' “ trade and commerce ” in List II. 

Rejection of the argument of the Attorney-General does not lend any practical 
support to the argument of Mr. Palkhivala that Act {XXII of 1969), to the extent it 
makes provisions in respect of the undertaking of the named banks relating to non- 
banking business, is u!(ra vires the Parliament. In the first instance there is no evi- 
dence that the named banks were before 19th July, 1969, carrying on non-banking 
business distinct and independent of the banking business, or that the banks held 
distinct assets for any non-banking business, apart from the assets of the banking 
business. Again by Act (XXII of 1969) the corresponding banks are entitled to 
engage in business of banking and non-banking which tlie named banks were engaged 
in or competent to engage in prior to tgth July, 1969, and the named banks are 
entitled to engage in business other than banking as defined in section 5 (b) of the 
Banking Regulation Act, but not the business of banking. By enacting that the 
corrc*sponding new banks may carry on business specified in section 6 (i) of the 
Banking Regulation Act and that the named banks shall not carry on banking 
business as defined in section 5 {b) of that Act, the impugned Act did not encroach 
upon any entry in the State List. By section 15 (2) (c) of the impugned Act the 
named banks are expressly reserved the right to carry on business other tlian banking, 
and it is not claimed that thereby there is any encroaclvment upon the State List. 
Exercise of the power to legislate for acquisition of the undertaking of the named 
banks also does not trespass upon the State List. 

Before the Constitutions (Seventh Amendment) Act, Entry 33, List I invested 
the Parliament with power to enact laws with respect to acquisition or requisition- 
ing for the purpose of the Union, and Entrj' 36, List II conferred upon the State 
Legislature the potver to legislate tvith respect to acquisition or requisitioning for 
the remaining purposes. Those entries arc now deleted, and a single Entiy 42, 
List III invests the Parliament and the State Legislature tnth potver to legislate 
with respect to “ acquisition and requisitioning ” of property. By Entrt' 42 in 
the Concurrent List potver conferred upon the Parliament and the /State Legisla- 
tures to legislate tvith respect to ” Principles on tvhich compensation for property 

s 0 J— 74 
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acquired or requisitioned for the purpose of the Union or for any other pubhc 
purpose is to be determined, and the form in vrhich such compensation is to be 
gh'en."’ Power to legislate for acquisition of propertj' is exercisable only under 
Entiy^ 42 of List III, and not as an incident of the power to legislate in respect of a 
specific head of legislation in any of the three bsts; Rcjahrminiry EUdric Scpplj 
CoTpoTohon Lid..v. The State of Andhra'^, Under that entry ‘/property’ can be 
compulsorily acquired. In its normal connotation “property ’’means the “highest 
right a man can have to am-thing, bang that right which one has to lands or tene- 
ments, goods or chattels irhlcb does not depend on another's conrtes}’; it includes 
otmership, estates and interests in corporeal things, and also rights such as trade- 
mark, copsTights, patents and even rights in personam capable of transfer or trans- 
mission, such as debts; and signifies a beneficial right to or a thing considered as 
having a money -value, especially tvilh reference to transfer or succession, and to 
their capacity of being injured.” The egression. “ undertaking ” in section 4 of 
Act XXTI of 1969 clearly means a going concern -with all its rights, liabilities and 
assets — as distinct from the various rights and assets -which compose it. In Hatsburs'’ 
Laws of England, 3rd Edn. Vol. 6, Article 75 at page 43, it is stated that “Although 
various ingredients go to make up an undertaking, the term describes not the ingre- 
dients but the completed work from tvliich the earning arise.” ■ 

Transfer of and vesting in the State Corporations of the entire undertaKng of a 
going concern is contemplated in many Indian Statutes : e.g., Indian Eieefriafj 
Act, 1910 sections 6, 7 and 7-A; Air Corporation Act, 1953, sections 16 and 17 ; 
Imperial Bank of India Act, 1920, sections 3 and 4, State Bark of India Act, 1953, 
sections 6 (q), {3) and (4) ; State Bank of India (Subsidiaty' Banks) Act, 1959 ; 
Ban k i n g Regulation Act, 1949, section 36 AE.; and Cotton Textile Companies Act, 

1967, sections 5 (i) and (5) i. Power to l^islate for acquisition of “ property •’ 

in Entiy^ 42 List III therefore includes the power to legislate for acquisition of an 
undertaJdng, But, sa-v-s ^-fr. Palkhit-ala, liabilities of the banks tvhich arc included 
in the connotation of the expression “ undertaking ” cannot be treated as ‘property’. 
It is ho-wever the assets, rights and obligations of a going concern -which constitute 
the undertaking : the obli^tions and liabilities of the business form an integral part 
of the undertaking, and for compulsorv' "acquisition cannot be divorced from the 
assets, rights and pri-vileges. The expression “property” in Entry 42, L;st III 
has a -wide connotation, and it includes not only assets, but the organisation, liabilities 
and obligations of a going concern as a unit. A law may, therefore, be enacted for 
compulsory acquisition of an undertaking as defined in section 5 of (Act XXII of 

1969)- 


The contention raised by l\Ir. Palkhisdla that the Parliament is incompetent to 
legislate for acquisition of the named banks in so far as it relates to assets of the non- 
banking business fails, for two reasons — (i) that there is no evidence that the namcc 
banks held any assets for any distinct non-banking business ; and (ir) tfiat the acqui- 
sition is not shown to fall -within an entry in List II of the Seventh Schedule. 


III. Infringement of the fandamental rights of the petitioner — 

Clauses (i) and [2) of Article 31 subordinate the exercise of the peover of the 
State to the basic concept of the rule of law. Depri-vation of a person of h;s pmyrJ;.' 
and compulsorv’ acquisition may be effectuated by the authority of law. It is s-uper- 
fiuo-us to add that the law limiting the authority of the State must be within the 
competent of the Le-gislature enacting it, and not riolative of a constitutional prolu- 
hition, nor impairing the guarantee of a fundamental right. Tliis Court Iic/d in 
Jxcralappara KoilcralMl Kcchnni end others v.‘ The State if hlcdrcs and ethers': Swemi 
lilahcTcna Shri jejarentsinghji v, TTf State f Gcjcrcl~, and Zlclor Trersport C'~rp-<my 
(P-) E*d. V. Sri Sa'J:a-'asicam'gcl Afa.'/L that a person may be deprived of his property 
by authoritv’ of a statute only if it does notimpair the fundamental rights guaran’ced 


1. (I954'! SCJ,310 :(IQ54) I M.LJ.493 : 

(1954) S C.R. 779 at p. 7S5. -W.... . 

i" I M.LJ. (S.C) K6. 
3. (I9S2i 2 S.e.R. eSupp.) 4J], 43S. 


4. f 1963} 1 S.CR.. (S’jrP-1 2S2 : 11954)1 An. 
i'.R. (S C.} 146 : 1 S CJ. 533 : (195-1 1 
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to him. It is again not contested on behalf of the Union that the law authorising 
acquisition of property must be within the competence of the law-making authority 
and must not violate a constitutional prohibition or impair the guarantee of any of the 
fundamental rights in Part III. But it is claimed that since Article 3 1 (2) and Article 
19(1) (/) while operating on the same filed of the right to property are mutually 
exclusive, a law directly providing for acquisition of property for a public purpose 
cannot be tested for its validity on the plea that it imposes limitations on the right 
to property which are not reasonable. 

By Article 31 (i) and (2) the right to property of individuals is protected against 
specific invasions by State action. The function of the two clauses — Glauses (i) and 
(2) of Article 31 — is to impose limitations on the power of the State and to declare 
the corresponding guarantee of the individual to his right to property. Limitation 
on the power of the State and the guarantee of right are plainly complementary. 
Protection of the guarantee is ensured by declaring that a person may be deprived 
of his property by "authority of law”: Article 31 (i) ; and that private property 
may be compiilsorily acquired for a public purpose and by the “ authority of a law ” 
containing provisions fixing or providing for determination and payment of compen- 
sation : Article 31 (2). Exercise of either power by State action results in abridge- 
ment — ^total or partial — of the right to property of the individual. Article 19 (i) (f) 
is a positive declaration in the -widest terms of the right to acquire, hold and dispose 
of property, subject to restrictions (which may assxune the form of limitations or 
complete prohibition) imposed by law in the interests of the general public. The 
guarantee under Article 19 (i) (f) does not protect merely an abstract right to 
property : It eictends to concrete rights to property as well : Swami Motor Transport 
Go. (B.) Lid.'‘s case''-. ' 

The constitutional scheme declares the right to property of the individual and 
then delimits it by two different provisions : Article 19 (5) authorising the State to 
make laws ^imposing reasonable restrictions on the exercise of that right, and clauses 
(i) and (2) of Article 3 1 recognizing the authority of the State to make lasvs for taking 
the property. Limitations under Article 19 (5) arid Article 31 are not generically 
different, for the law authorizing the exercise of the po^ver to take the property of an 
individual for a public purpose or to ensure the svcll-being of the community, and 
the law authorising the imposition of reasonable restrictions under Article 19 (5) are 
intended to advance the larger public interest. It is true that the guarantee against 
deprivation and compulsory acquisition operates in favour of all persons, citizens as 
well as non-citizens, whereas the positive declaration of the right to property guaran- 
tees the right to citizens. But a wider operation of the guaranee under Article 31 
docs not alter the true character of the right it protects. Article 19 (5) and Article 
31 (i) and (2), in our judgment, operate to delimit the exercise of the right to hold 
property. 

Under the Constitution, protection against impairment of the guarantee of 
fundamental rights is determined by the nature of the right the interest of the aggri- 
eved party and the de^ce of harm resulting from the State action. Impairment 
of the right of the individual and not the object of the State in taking the impugned 
action, is the measure of protection. To concentrate merely on power of the State 
and the object of the State action in exercising that pow-'er is therefore to ignore the 
true .intent of the Constitution. In this Court, there is, ho^vcver; a body of authority 
that the nature and extent of the protection of the fundamental rights is measured 
not by the operation of the State action upon the rights of the individual, but by its 
object. Thereby- the constitutional scheme -which makes the guaranteed rights 
subject to the permissible restrictions -^rithin their allotted fields fundamental got 
blurred and gave impetus to a theory that certain Articles of the Constitutions enact a 
code dealing exclusively with matters dealt' -^vith therein, and the protection which 
an aggrieved person may claim is drciuhscribed by the object of the State action. 


I. (19M3 I -An-W-R. (S.C.) 146: (1964) I M.LJ.(S.C.) I46 : (1964) I S.C.J. 530. 
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Protection of the right to property or personal freedom is most needed when there 
is an actual threat. To argue that State action which deprives a person permanently 
or temporarily of his right to property, or personal freedom, operates to e.xtinguish 
the right or the remedy is to reduce the guarantee to an empty platitute. Again to 
hold that the extent of, and the circumstances in srhch, the guarantee of protection is 
available depends upon the object of the State action, is to seriously erode its effective- 
ness. Examining the problem' not merely in semantics but in the broader and more 
appropriate context of the constitutional scheme which aims at affording the indhi- 
dual the fullest protection of his basic rights and on that foundation to erect a structure 
of a truly democratic polity, the conclusion, in our judgment, is ine\’itable that the 
validity of the State action must be adjudged in the right of its operation upon the 
rights of the individual and groups of individuals in all their dimensions. 

But this Court has held in some cases to be presently noticed that Article 19 (i) 
(/) and Article 31 (2) are mutually exclusive. 

Early in the history of this Court the question of inter-relation between th^ 
diverse provisions affording the guarantee of fundamental rights in Part III fell to 
be determined. In A. K. Gopalan v. The Stale of Madras^, a person detained pursuant 
to an order made in exercise of the power conferred by the Preventive Detention Act 
(IV of 1950) applied to this Court for a WTit of habeas corpus claiming that the Act con- 
travened the guarantee under Articles 19, 21 and 25 of the Constitution. The majority 
of the Court (Kania, C. J., and Patanjali Saslri, Mahajan, Mukheijea and Das, JJ.) 
held that Article 22 being a complete code relating to preventive detention, the vali- 
dity of an order of detention must be determined strictly according to the terms and 
“ tsdthin the four comers of that Article They held that a person detained may 
not claim that the freedom guaranteed under Article 19 (i) (d) was infringed by Ws 
detention, and that validity of the law providing for mSking orders of detention will 
not be tested in the light of the reasonableness of the restrictions imposed thereby 
on the freedom of movement, nor on the ground that his right to personal libeny is 
infringed othens'ise than according to the procedure established by latv. Fazl Ali, J., 
expressed a contrary vietv. This case has formed the nucleus of the theory’ that ^ the 
protection of the guarantee of a fundamental freedom must be adjudged in the light 
of the object of State action is relation to the individual’s right and not upon its 
influence upon the guarantee of the fundamental freedom, and as a corollary 
thereto, that the freedoms under Aritcles i9,2r,22 andgi are ci:clusivc — cachArticle 
enacting a code relating to protection of distinct rights. 

Kania, C.J., proceeded on the theory that different Articles guarantee distinct 
rights. He observed at page too : 


“ it (Article 19 ) * * means that the legislation to be examined 

must be direedy in respect of one of the rights mentioned in the sub-clauses. 
If there is a legislation direedy attempting to control a citizen’s freedom of speech 
or expression, or his right to assemble peaceably and without arms, etc., the ques- 
tion whether that legislation is saved by the relevant saving clause of article tg 
•will arise. If, hots’ever, the legislation is not direedy in respect of any of thisc 
subjects, but as a result of the operation of other legislation, * » ♦ tlie 

question of die application of Article 19 does not arise. Tlie true approach is 
only to consider the directness of the legislation and not what ts'ill be the result of 
the detention otherwise t'alid, on the mode of the detenue’s life ”. 


The learned Chief Justice also observed that Article 19 (r) (d) had nothing to do 
with detention, pre\’entive or punitive, and the concept of personal liberty in Article 
21 being entirely different from the concept of the right to move freely throughout 
the territory of India, Article 22 "was a complete code dealing with preventive deten- 
tion. 


Patanjali Sastri, J., observed at page 191 : 

" .\rticle 19 seems * * to pre-stipposc that the citizens to 

whom the possession of these fundamental rights in secured retains the substratum 
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of personal freedom on -tv-hieh alone the enjoj-ment of these rights necessarily rest. 
* * Article i g guarantees to the citizens the enjoyment of certain civil liberties 

while they are free, while Articles 20-22 secure to all persons — citizens and non- 
citizens — certain constitutional guarantees in regard to punishment and preven- 
tion of crime.” 

Mahajan, J., was of the view that Article 22 was “ self-contained in respect o f 
laws on the subject of preventive detention.” Mukheijea, J., observed (at page 254) 
that there was no conflict between Article 19 (i) (d) and Article 22, for the former 
did not contemplate freedom from detention either pimitive or preventive, but 
speaks of a different aspect or phase of civil liberty. In his view Articles 20 to 22 
embodied the entire protection guaranteed by the Constitution in relation to depriva- 
tion oflife and personal libertv- -with regard to substantive as well as procedure la-w. 
He proceeded to observe at page 261. 

“ by reason of preventive detention, a man may be prevented from 

exercising the right of free movement ■jvithin the territory in India * * *^ but 

that is merely incidental to or consequential upon loss of liberty resulting from 
the order of detention.” 

But the learned Judge observ’ed at page 263 : 

" It may not,.! think, be quite acemate to state that the operation of Article 19 
of the Constitution is limited to free citizens only and that the rights have been 
described in that Article on the pre-supposition that the citizens are at liberty. 
The deprivation of personal liberty may entail as a consequence the loss or abridge- 
ment of many of the rights described in Article 19, but that is because the nature 
of these rights is such that free exercise of them is not possible in the absence of 
personal liberty.” 

Das, J., observ'ed at page 304 ; 

"Therefore, the conclusion is irresistible that the rights protected by 
Article 19 (i), in so far as the>’ relate to rights attached to the person, j.e., the rights 
referred to in sub-clauses (a) to (e) and (g) arc rights which only a free citizen, 
who has the freedom of his person unimpaired, can exercise.” 

The learned Judge further observed : 

“ a lawful detention, whether punitive or preventive, does not offend 

against the protection conferred by Article 19 (i) (c) to (r) and (g), for those rights 
must necessarily cease when the freedom of the person is lawfidly taken away. 
In short, those rights end where the lawful detention begins. So construed, 
.Article 19 and Article 21 may, therfore, easily go together and there is, in reality, 
no conflict between them.” 

Fazal .Ali, J., struck a different note : he observed at page 148 : 

“ the scheme of the Chapter dealing with the fundamental rights docs not con- 
template * * ♦ ♦ that each Article is a code by itself and is independent 

of the others. * ♦ * The case of a person vsho is convicted of an offence will 

come under Articles 20 and 21 and also under Article 22 so far as his arrest and 
detention in custody before trial are concerned. Preventive detention, which is 
dealt with in .Article 22, also amounts to deprivation of personal liberty which is 
referred to in Article 21, and is a violation of the right of freedom of movement 
dealt with in .Article 19 (i) (d).” 

At page 149 the learned Judge observed : 

" Tire words used in Artidc 19 (i) (d) must be construed as they stand, and 
we have to decide upon the words themselves whether in the case of preventive 
detention the right under Article 19 (i) (d) is or is not infringed. But, * * * 

however literally we may construe the v\-ords used in Article 19 (i) (d) and how- 
ever restricted may be the meaning wc may attribute to those vs'ords, there can be 
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no escape from the conclusion that preventive detention is a direct infringement 
of the right guaranteed in Article 19 ‘(i) ’ 

At page 170 he observed : 

“ this Article (Article 22) * * * * does not exclude the 

operation of Articles 19 and 21, and it must be read subject to those t-^s-o Articles, 
in the same tvay as Articles 1 9 and 2 1 must be read subject to Article 22 . The correct 
position is that Article 22 must prevaillin so far as there are specific provisions there- 
in regarding preventive detention, but where there are no such provisions in that 
Article, the operation of Articles 19 and 21 cannot be excluded. ' The mere fact 
that different aspects of the same right have been dealt with in three different 
Articles will not mate them mutually exclusive except to the extent I have indi- 
cated.” 

The view expressed in A. K. Gopalati's case\ was re-affirmed in Ram Singh and others v. 
The State of DelhiK 

The principle underlying the judgment of the majority was extended to the 
protection of the freedom is respect of property, and it was held that Article rg (r) 
(/) and Article 31 (2) were mutually exclusive in their operation. In A. K. Gopalan’s 
case^. Das, J., suggested that if the capacity to exercise the right to property was lost^ 
because of lawful compulsory acquisition of the subject of that right, the ovner 
ceased to have that right for the duration of the incapacity. In GKiranjit Lai Ghowduri’s 
case% Das, J., observed at page 919 : 

“ the right to property guaranteed by Article 19 (i) (/) would * 

continue until the owner was under Article 31 deprived -of such property by 
authority of law.” 

In The State of Wed Bengal v. Subodh Gopal*, the same learned Judge observed tliat 
“ Article 19 (i) (/) read with Article 19 (5) pre-supposes that the person to tvhom 
the fundamental right is guaranteed retains his property over or with respect to which 
alone that right may be exercised ”. The principle so stated was given a more con- 
crete shape in a later decision : Stale of Bombay v. Bhanji Munji 'and .another^. In 
Bhanji Munji’s case% speaking for a unanimous Court,-Bose, J., observed : 

“ it is enough to say that Article 19 (i) (/) read with clause (5) postu- 

lates the eristence of property which can be enjoyed, and over which rights can be 
exercised because otherwise the reasonable restrictions contemplated by clause (5) 
could not be brought into play. If, there is no property which can be acquired 
held or disposed of, no restriction can be placed on the exercise .of the right to 
acquire, hold or dispose it of, and as clause (5) contemplates the placing ofreason- 
able restrictions on the exercise of those rights it must follow that the Article 
postulates the existence of property over which the rights are to be exercised.” 

BAary’i MunjTr core®, was accepted without any discussion in Baba Barhya Thahurv. 
The State of Bombay^; Smt.SitabatiDebi and anther v. Slate of West Bengal and another’’, 
and other cases. In these cases it was held that tlic substantive provisions of a law 
relating to acquisition of property were not liable to be challenged on the ground 
that they imposed unreasonable restrictions on the right to hold property. 

Bhanji Munji’s case^, it must be remembered, arose under Article gr before 
it was amended by the Constitution (Fourth Amendment) Act. It tvas held by 
this Court that clauses (i) and (2) of Article 31 as they then stood dealt witli the 
same subject-matter, i.e., compulsory acquisition of property ; sec Subodh Copal's 
case'’, and Dwarkadas Shrinivas’s case^. But since the amendment by tire Consti- 
tution (Fourth Amendment) Act it has been held that clauses (i) and (2) deal srith 
different subject-matters. In Kaoalappara Kottarralhil KochunVsease^, Subba Rao, J., 
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delivering the judgment of the majority of the Court observed that clause (2) of 
Article 31 alone deals -^s-ith compulsory acquisition of property by the State for a 
public purpose, and not Article 31 (i), and he proceeded to hold that the expression 
authority of larv ” means auAority of a valid law, and on that accoimt validity 
of the law seeking to deprive a person of his property is open to challenge on the 
ground that it infiinges other fimdamental rights, e.g., under Article 19 (i) (/)• It 
was broadly observed that Bhanji MunjPs case\ after tlie Constitution (Fourth 
Amendment) Act ‘‘ no longer holds the field But Kavalappara Kottarathil KochunVs 

case \ did not deal with the validity of a law relating to compulsory^ acquisition. 1 Vith 
the decision in Kavalappara Koitaraihil KochunPs case , there arose two divergent lines 
of authority : (i) “authority of law ” in Article 31 (i) is liable to be tested on the 
ground that it violates other fundamental rights and freedoms including the right 
to hold property guaranteed by Article 19 (i) (/) ; and (2) “ autliority of a law ” 
within the meaning of Article 31 (2) is not liable to be tested on the ground that it 
impairs the guarantee of Article 19 (i) (f) in so far as it imposes substantive restric- 
tions — ^though it may be tested on the ground of impairment of other guarantees. 
The expression “ law ” in the tvs'o clauses had therefore different meanings. It 
was for the first time {obiter dicta apart) in The Slate of Madhya Pradesh v, Ranojirao 
Shinde"^, this Court opined that tlie validity of the law in clause (2) of Article gr 
may be adjudged in the light of Article 19 (i) (/). But the Court in that case did 
not consider the previous catena of authorities vs’hich related to the inter-relation 
between Article 31 (2) and Article 19 (1) (/). 


'iVe have careiully considered the vrieghty pronouncements of the eminent 
Judges who gave shape to the concept that the extent of protection of important 
guarantees, such as the liberty of person, and right to property, depends upon the 
form and object of the State action, and not upon its direct operation upon the indivi- 
dual’s freedom. But it is not the object of the authority making the law impairing 
the right of a citizen, nor the form of action taken that determines the protection 
he can claim : it is the efiect of the law and of the action upon the right which attract 
the jurisdiction of the Court to grant relief. If this be the true vdew, and we think 
it is, in determining the impact of State action upon constitutional guarantees which 
arc fundamental, it follows that the extent of protection against impairment of a 
fundamental right is determined not by the object of the Legislature nor by the form 
of the action, but by its direct operation upon the individuals rights. 


We are of the view that the theory that the object and form of the State action 
determine the extent of protection which the aggrieved party may claim is not con- 
sistent vtith the constitutional scheme. Each freedom has different dimensions. 
Article 19 (i) (/) enimciates the right to acquire, hold and dityiose of property : 
clause (5) of Article 19 authorizes imposition of restrictions upon the right. Article 
31 assures tire right to property and grants protection against the exercise of the 
authority of the State. Clause (5) ofi^cle 19 and clauses (i) and (2) of Article 
31 prescribe restrictions upon State action, subject to which the right to property 
may be exercised. Article 19 (5) is a broad generalization dealing vtith the nature 
of limitations whicli may be placed by law on the right to property. The guarantees 
under Articles 31 (i) and (2) arise out of the limitations imposed on the authority 
of the State by law to take over the individual’s property. The true character of the 
limitations under the two provisions is not different. Clause (5) of Article 19 and 
clauses (i) and (2) of Article 31 arc parts of a single pattern. Acticle 19 (i) (J) 
enunciates the basic right to property of the citizens and Article 19 (5) and clauses 
(1) and (2) of Article 31 deal vtith limitations which may be placed by law, subject 
to whicli the rights may be exercised. 


limitations prescribed for ensuring due exercise of the authority of the State to 
deprive a person of his property and of tire power to compulsorily acquire his property 
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are, therefore, specific classes of limitations on the right to property falling ^\’itlun 
Article 1 9 ( i ) (/) • Property’ may be compulsorily acquii cd only fbr a public purpose. 
Where the lasv provides for compulsory’ acquisition of property’ for a public purpose 
it may be presiuned that the acquisition or the Jaw relating thereto imposes a 
reasonable restriction in the interest of tlie general public. If there is rio public 
purpose to sustain compulsory’ acquisition, the law violates Article 31 (2). If the 
acquisition is for a public purpose, substantive reasonableness of the restriction -which 
includes deprivation may, unless otherwise established, be presiuned, but enquiry 
into reasonableness of the procedural provisions will not be excluded. For instance 
if a tribunal is authorised by an Act to determine compensation for property comp- 
pukorily acquired, ivithout hearing the owner of the property, the Act ivould be 
liable to be struck doirn under Article jg (i) (f). 

In dealing -with the argument that Article 31 (2) is a complete code relating to 
infringement of the right to property by compulsory acquisition, and the validity’ of 
tlie law is not liable to be tested in the light of the reasonableness of the restrictions 
imposed thereb):, it is necessaiy’ to bear in mind the enunciation of the guarantee 
of fundamental rights -wliich has taken different forms. I n some cases it is an express 
declaration of a ^aranteed right : Articles 29 (1), 30 (i), 26, 25 and 32 ; in others 
to ensure protection ofindmdual rights they take specific forms of restrictions on 
State action — ^legislative or executive — Articles 14, 15, 16, 20, 21, 22 (i), 27 and 28 ; 
in some otliers, it takes the form of a positive declaration and simultaneously enun- 
ciates the restriction thereon : Articles 19 (1) and 19 (2) to (6) ; in some cases, it 
arises as an implication from the delimitation of the authority’ of the State, e.g. 
Articles 31 (i) and 31 (2); in still others, it takes the form of a general prohibition 
against the State as well as others : Article 17, 23 and 24. Tiic enunciation of 
rights either express or by implication does not follOrv a uniform pattern. But one 
thread runs through them : they seek to protect tire rights of the individual or a 
groups of individuals against infringement of tlrosc rights -vrithin specific limits. 
Part III of the Constitution weaves a pattern of guarantees on the texture of basic 
human rights. The guarantees delimit the protection of those rights in tlicir allotted 
fields; they do not attempt to enunciate distinct rights. 

We are therefore unable to hold that the challenge to the validity of the prori- 
sion for acquisition is liable to be tested only on the ground of non-compliance rrith 
Article 31 {2). Article 31 (2) requires that property must be acquired for a public 
purpose and that it must be acquired under a la-w with characteristics set out in that 
Article. Formal compliance Arith the conditions under Article 31 (2) is not suffii- 
cient to negative the protection of tlie guarantee of the right to property. Acquisi- 
tion must be under the authority' of a law and the c-xpression “ law ” means a law 
which is within the competence of the Legislature, and docs not impair tlie guarantee 
of tlie rights in Part III. IVc are unable, therefore, to agree that Ardclcs 19 (i) 00 
and 31 (2) are mutually exclusive. 

The area of protection afforded against State action by tlie freedom under 
Article 19 (i) (f) and by the exercise of the power of the State to acquire propeiy 
of the individual without his consent must still be reconciled. If property is com- 
pulsorily acquired for a public purpose, and the law satisfies, the requirements of 
Articles 31 (2) and 31 (2-A), the Court may readily presume that by the acquisition a 
reasonable restriction on the excise of the right to hold property is imposed in the 
interests of the general public. But that is not because the claim to plead infringe- 
ment of the fundament^ right under Article 19 (i) (f) docs not avail the owner ; it 
is because tlic acquisition imposes a pcrmissilble restriction on the right of the owner 
of the property compulsorily acquired. 

We have found it necessary to examine the rationale of the two lines of 
autlioiity’ and determine whether there is anytliing in the Constitution which justi- 
fies tills apparently inconsistent development of the law. In our judgment, the 
assumption in A. A". Gopalan's that certain Articles in tlie Constitution exclusively 
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deal witli specific matters and in determining whether there is infringement of the 
indmdual’s guaranteed rights, the objeet and the form of the State action alone need 
be considered, and effect of the laws on fundamental rights of the individuals in 
general ^vill be ignored cannot be accepted as correct. We hold that the validity- of 
“ law ” which authorises deprivation of property and a la^v ” wliich autlaorises 
compulsory- acquisition of property for a public purpose must be adjudged by the 
application of the same tests. A citizen may claim in an appropriate case that the 
law authorising compuslory acquisition of property imposes fetters upon Iris right 
to liold property which are not reasonable restrictions in the interests of the general 
public. It is immaterial that the scope for such challenge may be attenuated 
because of the nature of the law of acquisition which pro\’iding as it docs for expro- 
priation of property of the individual for public purpose may be presumed to 
impose reasonable restrictions in the interests of tlie general public. 

Whether the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of Act XXII of 1969 and the other 
related pro\nsions of the Act impair the fundamental freedoms under Article 19(1) 
(J) and (g) no^\’' falls to be considered. By section 4 the entire undertaking of each 
named bank vests in the Union, and the bank is prohibited from ergaging in the 
business of banking in India and even in a foreign country', except where by the laA\'s 
of a foreign country banking business owned or conti oiled bv Government cannot be 
carried on, the named bank will be entitled to continue the business in that country'. 
The business svhich the named banks carried on was — (i) the business of banking as 
defined in section 5 (b) of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949, and business incidental 
thereto ; and (2) other business svhich by UrUse of section 6(1) they' sverc not prohi- 
bited from carrying on, though not part of or incidental to the business of banking. 
It may be recalled that by' Act XXII of 1969 tlic named banks cannot engage in 
business of banking as defined in section 5 (b) of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949, 
but may engage in otlicr forms of business. By the Act, however, the entire under- 
taking of each named bank is vested in the ne%v' corporation set up with a name identi- 
cal with the name of that bank, and authorised to carry' on banking business previ- 
ously' carried on by the named bank, and its managerial and other staff is transferred 
to the corresponding ness' bank. Tiie newly' constituted corresponding bank is 
entitled to engage in business described in section 6 (i) of the Banking Regulation 
Act, and for tliat purpose to utilize the assets, goodwill and business connections of 
the existing bank. 

The named banks are declared entitled to engage in business otlier than bank- 
ing : but they have no assets -with which that business may be carried on, and since 
they arc prohibited from carrying on banking business, by \irtue of section 7 of the 
Rcscr\ e Bank of India Act, they' cannot use in tlieir title tire ss-ords ‘‘Bank”, or 
“ Banking ” and even engage in “ non-banking business ” in their old names. A 
business organization deprived of its entire assets and undertaking, its managerial 
and other staff, its premises, and its name, even if it has a tlieorctical right to 
carry on non-banking business, would not be able to do so especially ^s-hen even 
the fraction of the value of its undertaking made payable to it as compensation 
is not made immediately payable to it. 

Validity of tlte prosnsions of the Act ■which transfer the undertaking of tlie named 
banks and prohibit those banks from carryij’g on btisincss of banking and practically' 
prohibit them from carrying on non-banku'g business falls to be considered in the 
light of Article 19 (1) (/) and Article 19 (i) (g) of the ConstiUition. By Article; 
19 (i) (J) to acquire, hold and dispose of property is guaranteed to the citizens- 
and by Article 19(1) (g) tl.e right to practise any profession or to carry on anv ocait 
pation, trade or business is guaranteed to the citizens. These rights arc nos 
absolute : they arc subject to the restrictions prescribed in the appropriate clause) 
of Article 19. By clause {5) it is proUded, inter alia, that nothing in sulj-cl. (f 
of clause (i) shall affect the operation of any existing law in so far as it imposes* or 
prcvait the State from making any law, imposing in tlie interests of the general 
public, reasonable restrictions oh tlic exercise of the right conferred by that sub- 
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clause either in the interests of the general public or for tlie protection of the inte- 
rests of any Scheduled Tribe. Clause (6) as amended by the Constitution (First 
Amendment) Act, 1951, reads : 

“ Nothing in sub-clause (g) of the said clause shall affect the operation of any 
existing law in so far as it imposes, or prevent the State from making any law impos- 
ing, in the interests of the general public, reasonable restrictions on the exercise 
of the light conferred by the said sub-clause, and in particular notliing in the 
said sub-clause shall affect the operation of any existing law in so far as it relates 
to> or prevent the State from making law relating to — 

(i) the piofessional or technical qualifications necessary for practising 
any profession or carrying on any occupation, trade or business, or 

(if) the carrying on by the State or by a corporation owned or controlled 
by the State, of any trade, business, industry or service, ivhether to the exclusion, 
complete or partial, of citizens or otherwise.” 

Clause (6) of Article ig consists of ttvo parts: (i) the right declared by sub-clause 
(g) is not protected against the operation of any law imposing, in the interests of 
the general public, reasonable restrictions on the exercise of the right conferred by 
that sub-clause ; and (a) in particular stib-clause (g) does not affect the operation of 
any law relating, inter alia, to carrying on by the State or by a corporation owned or 
controlled by the State, of any trade, business, industry or service, whether or not 
such law provides for the exclusion, complete or partial, of citizens. 

According to Mr. Palkhivala it was intended by tire use of the expression “ in 
particular ”, to denote a special class of trade, business, industry or service out of 
the general class referred to in the first part, and on that account a law which relates 
to the carrying on by the State of any particular business, industry or sers'icc, to the 
exclusion — complete or partial — of citizens or otherwise, is also subject to the 
enquiry whether it imposes reasonable restrictions on the exercise of the right in the 
interests of the general public. Counsel urged that die law imposing restrictions 
upon the exercise of the right to carry on any occupation, trade or business is subject 
to the test of reasonable restrictions imposed in the interests of the general public, 
likewise, the particular classes specified in the second part of thc^ Article must also 
be regarded as liable to be tested in the light of the same limitaUons. Counsel 
strongly relied upon the decision ofthe House of Lords in Earl Fitzwilliam's Wentworth 
Estates Co. v. Minister 0/ Housing and Local Government and another'^. The House of 
Lords in that case did not lay do^vn any general proposition. They were only 
dealing with the meaning of the words “in particmlar ” in the context in which they 
occurred, and it was held that the expression “ in particular ” was not intended to 
confer a separate and distinct power wholly independent of that contained in tlic 
first limb. It cannot be said ^at the expression “ in particular ” used in Article 
ig (i) (g) is intended either to particularise or to illustrate the general law set out 
in the first limb. 

It was observed in Saghir Ahmed v. The Stale of U.P. and others", by Mukherjea, 

J., at page 727 : 

“ The new clause — ^Article 19 (6) — has no doubt been introduced with a view 
to provide that a State can create a monopoly in its own favour in respect of any 
trade or business ; but the amendment docs not make the cstablislimcnt of sucli 
monopoly a reasonable restriction within tlic meaning of tlic first clause of Articlo 
19 (6). The result ofthe amendment is that the State would not have to justify 
such action as reasonable at all in a Court of law, and no objection could be taken 
to it on the ground that it is an infringement of the rights guaranteed under Article 
19 (i) (g) of the Constitution.” 
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In dealing \nth the validity of a law creating a State monopoly in Akadasi 
Padhan v. Stale of Onssa^, this Court unanimously held, that the validity of a la\v 
creating a State monopoly wliich “ indirectly impinges on any other right ” cannot 
be challenged on the ground that it imposes restrictions which are not reasonable 
restrictions in the interests of the general public. But if die law contains other 
incidental provisions \s’hich do not constitute an essential and integral part of the 
monopoly created by it, the validity of those provisions is liable to be tested under 
tlie fii-st part of Article ig (6). If they directly impair any other fundamental right 
guaranteed by Article 19(1), the validity of those provisions -will be tested by reference 
to the corresponding clauses of Article 19, The Court also observed that the 
essential attributes of the law creating a monopoly will vary ^\’ith tire nature of the 
trade or business in which the monopoly is created. They ^vill depend upon the 
nature of tlie commodity, the nature of trade in ^vhich it is involved and other cir- 
cumstances. At .page 707, Gajendragadkar, J., speaking for the Court, observed: 

“ ‘A la^v relationg to’ a State monopoly cannot, in the context, include all 
the provisions contained in the said law whether they hav'c direct relation ^vith 
the creation of tire monopoly or not. In our opinion, die said expression should 
be construed to mean die law relating to the monopoly in its absolutely essential 
features. If a laiv is passed creating a State monopoly, the Court should enquire 
■what arc the pro'eisions of the said law wliich are basically and cssendally neces- 
sary for creating the State monopoly. It is only those essential and basic provi- 
sions ivhicli are protected by the latter part of Article 19 (6). If there are other 
provisions made by the Act which are subsidiary, incidential or helpful to the 
operation of the monopoly, they do not fall under die first part of Article 19 (6).” 
He also observed at page 705 : 

“....the amendment (First Amendment) clearly indicates that State 
monopoly in respect of any trade or business must be presumed to be reasonable 
and in the interests of general public, so far as Article 19 (i) (g) is concerned.” 

This ^^•as reiterated in Rasbihari Panda and others v. The Stale of Orissa^, Mjs. Vrcjlal 
Manilal & Co. and another v. The State of Madhya Pradesh and others^; and Muncipal 
Committee, Amritsar and others v. Stale of Punjab and others*. Tfiese cases dealt with 
die validity of laws creating monopolies in tl'.e State. Clause (6) is hoivever not 
restricted to lais'S crating State monopolies, and the rule enunciated in Akadasi Padhan' s 
case*, applies to all lav-s relating to the carrwng on by die State of any trade, business, 
industry or seiA'icc by Article 298 die State is authorized to carry on trade -which is 
competitive, or excludes die citizens from that trade completely or partiallly. 
The “ basic and essential” prd\’isions of law which arc “ integrally and essentially 
connected ” ^\■ith the canying on of a trade by the State will not be exposed to the 
challenge that they impair the guarantee under Article 19(1) (g), ivhethcr the citizens 
are excluded completely or partially from cartying on tliat trade, or the trade is 
competitive. Imposition of restrictions which arc incidental or subsidiary' to the 
carrying on of trade by ihc State whether to the exclusion of the citizens or not must, 
liowcvvT, satisfy' the test of the main limb. 

The laiv ivhich prohibits after igth July, 1969, the named banks from carrying 
on banking business, being a necessary incident of the right assumed by the Union, 
is not liable to be challenged because of Article 19 (6) («) in so far as it affects the 
right to carry on business. 

There is no satisfactory proof in suppoit of the plea that the enactment of Act 
XXII of 1969 was not in the larger interest of the nation, but to serve political 
ends, t.f. not with the object to ensure better banking faci'itics, or to make them 
available to a wider public, but only to take control over the deposits of the public 
with the major banks, and to use them as a political lever against industrialists 
who had built up industries by decades of industrial planning and careful manage- 
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ment. It is true that social control legislation enacted by the Banking Laws (Amend- 
ment) Act LVIII of 1968 was in operation and the named banks were subject I0 
rigorous control which the Reserve Bank was competent to exercise and did in fact 
exercise. Granting that the objectives laid do^ra by the Reserve Bank tverc being 
carried out, it cannot be said that the Act was enacted in abuse of legislative poiver. 
Our attention rvas invited to a mass of evidence from the speeches of the Deputy 
Prime Minister, and of the Governor and the Deputy Governor of the Reserve Bank, 
and^ also extracts from the Reserve Bank Bulletins issued from time to time and other 
statistical information collected from official sources in support of the thesis of the 
petitioner that the performance of the named banks exceeded the targets laid dotm 
by the Reserve Bank in its directives ; that the named banks had effectively com- 
plied tvith the requirements of the law ; that they had served the diverse interests 
including small-scale sector, and had been instrumental in bringing about an 
increasing tempo of industri^ and commercial activity, that they had discouraged 
speculative holding of eommodities; and had follotved essential priorities in the 
economic development of the nation coupled with a vigorous programme of branch 
development in the rural sector, bringing about a considerable expansion in deposits, 
and large advances to the small-scale business and industry. Mr. Palkhivala urged 
that under the scheme of social control the commercial banks had achieved impres- 
sive results comparing favourably with the performance of the State Bank of India 
and its subsidiaries in the public sector, and that the performance of the named 
banks could not be belittled by referring to the banking structure and develop- 
ment in highly developed countries like Canada, Japan, France, United States and 
the United Kingdom. On the other hand, the Attorney-General said that the 
commercial banks followed a conservative policy because they had to look primarily 
to the interests of the shareholders, and on that account could not adopt bold 
policies or schemes for financing the needy and worthy causes; that if the resources 
of the banking industry are properly utilised for the weaker sections of the people 
economic regeneration of the nation may be speedily achieved, that 28 per cent of 
the touTis in India were not served by commercial banks that there had been un- 
equal development of facilities in different parts of the country and dcsciv-ing sections 
\vere deprived of the benefit of important national resources resulting in economic 
disparities, especially because the major banks catered to the large-scale industries. 

This Court is not the forum in which these conflicting claims may be debated. 
Whether there is a genuine need for banking facility in the rural areas, tvhether 
certain classes of the commimity are dtprived of the benefit of the resources of the 
banking industry, whether administration by the Govcriunent of the commercial 
banking sector will not prove beneficial to the community and will lead to rigidity 
in the administration, -whether the Government administration will eschew the 
profit-motive, and even if it be eschewed, there will accrue substantial benefits to 
the public, whether an undue accent on banking as a means of social regenerations, 
especially in the back^va^d areas, is a doctrinaire approach to a rational order of 
priorities for attaining the national objectives enshrined in our Constitution, and 
whether the policy followed by the Government in office or the policy propounded 
by its opponents may reasonably attain the national objectives arc matters which 
have little relevance in determining the legality of the measure. It is again not 
for this Court to consider the relative merits of the different political theories or 
economic policies. The Parliament has under Entry 45, List I the power to legis- 
late in respect of banking and other commercial activities of the named banks 
necessarily incidental thereto; it has the power to legislate for acquiring the under- 
taking of the the named banks under Entry 42, List III. Whether by the 
exercise of the poss’cr vested in the Reserve Bank under the pre-existing 
laws, results could be achieved which it is the object of the Act to acliicve, 
is, in our judgment, not relevant in considering svhether the Act amounts 
to abuse of legislative power. This Court has the power to strike down 
a law on the ground of want of authority, but the Court will not sit in 
appeal over the policy of the Parliament in enacting a lasv. The Court 
cannot find fault tvith the Act merely on the ground that it is inadvisable to 
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take over tke undertaking of banks which, it is said by the petitioner, by thrift and 
efficient management had set up an impressive and efficient business orgamzation 
serving large sectors of industiy. 

By section 15 (2) (e) of the Act the banks are entitled to engage in business 
other than banking. But by the provisions of the Act they are rendered practically 
incapable of engaging in any business. By the provisions of the Act, a named 
bank cannot even use its name, and the compensation which is to be given sdll, 
in the absence of agreement, be determined by the Tribunal and paid in securities 
which -^vill mature not before ten years. A named bank may, if it agrees to distri- 
bute among the shareholders the compensation which it may receive, be paid in 
securities an amount equal to half the paid-up share capital, but obviously the fund 
will not be available to the Bairk. It is true that under section 15 (3) of the Act 
the Central Government may authorise the corresponding neu' bank to make 
advances to the named banks for any of the purposes mentioned in section 15 (2). 
But that is a matter svhich rests only upon the \rill of the Central Government and 
no right can be founded upon it. 

Where restrictions imposed upon the carr>'ing on of a business are so stringent 
that the business cannot in practice be carried on, the Court will regard the imposi- 
tion of the restsrictions as unreasonable. In Mohammad Tasin v. The Town Area 
Committee, Jalalabad and another^, this Court observed that under Article ig (t) (g) 
of the Constitution a citizen has the right to carry on any occupation, trade or business 
and the only restriction on this right is the authority of the State to make a lasv rela- 
ting to the carrying on of such occupation, trade or business as mentioned in clause 
(6) of that Article as amended by the Constitution (First Amendment) Act, 1951. 
In MohamwMd Tasin' s case'^, by the bye-laws of the Municipal Committee, it was 
provided that no person shall sell or purchase any vegetables or frmt within the 
limits of the municipal area of Jalalabad, wholesale or by auction, without pajdng 
the prescribed fee. It was urged on behalf of a wholesale dealer in vegetables that 
although there was no prohibition against cany’ing on business in vegetables by 
anybody, in effect the bye-lasN-s brought about a total stoppage of the tvholesaler’s 
business in a commercial sense, for, he had to pay prescribed fee to the contractor, 
and under the bye-latvs the wholesale dealer could not charge a higher rate of com- 
mission than the contractor. The wholesale dealer, therefore, could charge the 
growers of vegetables and fruit only the commission permissible rmder the bj’e- 
laws, and he had to make over the entire commission to the contractor svithout 
retaining any part thereof. The wholesale dealer was thereby converted into a 
mere tax-collector for the contractor or the Town Area Committee rrithout any 
remuneration. The bye-laws in this situation tvere struck dotvn as impairing the 
freedom to carry on business. 

In Dwarkadas Shrinivas's case-, the Sholarpur Spinning and Weaving Company 
(Emergencs- Prorisions) Ordinance II of 1950 and Act (XXVIII of 1950) passed 
by the Parliament to replace the Ordinance were cliallcngcd. Under the Ordinance 
the managing agent and the cclcted directors tvere dismissed and nctv directors 
tvere appointed by the Stale. The company was denuded of possession of its 
propertv- and all that \\-as left to the company was a bare legal title. In an appeal 
arising out of a suit challenging the validity of the Ordinance and the Act which 
replaced it. this Court held that the Ordinance and the Act riolated the fundamental 
rights of the company and of the plaintiff a preference shareholder upon whom a 
demand %s-as made for p.aj-ment of unpaid calls. This Court held that the Ordinance 
and the Act in effect deprived the company of its property within the meaning 
of. Article 31 without compensation. It urns observed by Mahajan, J., that 
practically all incidents of o^'.■ne^ship were taken over by the State and nothing was 
left with the company but the mere husk of title, and on that account the impugned 
s'a'-ute had overstepped the limits of legitimate social control legislation. 


1. C1952) S.CJ. 162 : (1952) S.C.R. 572: A. 
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If compensation paid is in such a form that it is not immediately available for 
restarting any business, declaration of the right to cany' on business other than 
banking becomes an empty' formality' .tvlien the entire imderlaking of the named 
banks is transferred to and vests in die nciv banks together rnth the premises and 
the names of the banks, and the named banks are deprived of the services of its 
administrative and other staff. 

The restriction imposed upon the right of the named banks to carry on “ non- 
banking ” business is, in our judgment, plainly’ unreasonable. No attempt is made 
to support the Act rs’liich tvhile theoretically declaring the right of the named banks 
to carry’ on “ non-banking ” business makes it impossible in a commercial sense for 
the banks to carry on any business. 

Proieciwn of Article 14 — 

By Article 14 of the Constitution the State is enjoined not to deny any person 
equality' before the lat\' or the equal protection of the latvs within the territory of 
India. The Article forbids class I^islation, but not reasonable classification in 
making laws. The test of permissible classification under an Act lies in tts’O cumula- 
tive conditions, (a) classification under the Act must be founded on an intelligible 
differentia distinguishing persons, transactions or things grouped together from 
others left out of the group; and («) the differentia has a rational relation to 
the object sought to be achiev^ by' the Act; there must be a nexus between the basis 
of classification and the object of the Act; Chirenjit Lal Ckotcdarrs cas'\ The State of 
Bombay v. F. A'i Balsara- ; The State of IVesl Bengal v. Anwar Alt Sarkar^, Badhcn 
Chondhry and others v. The Stale of Bihar^ ; Shri Rem Krishna Dedmia v. Shri jasliee 
S. R. Tendolkar and others^ ; and State of Rajasthan v. ilahcnchcnd end others^. 

Tlie Coturts recognize in the Legislature seme degree of elasticity’ in the matter 
of making a classification between persons, objects and transactions. Prosdded 
the classification is based on some intelligible groimd, the Courts s\t 11 not strike 
down that classification, because in the \*icw of the Court it should have proceeded 
on some other ground or should have included the class selected for special treat- 
ment some other persons, objects or transactions whicli are not included by ilte 
Legislature. The Legislature is firee to recognize the degree of harm and to restrict 
the operation of a late only to those cases tvhere the need is the clearest. The 
Legislature need not extend the regulation of a latv to all cases it may possibly reach, 
and may' make a classification founded on practical grounds of convenience. Qassi- 
fication'to be valid must, however, disclose a rational nexus tnth the object sought 
to be achieved b>' the latv which makes the classification. Validity of a classifica- 
tion tvill be upheld only if that test is independently satisfied. The Court in examin- 
ing the validity of a statute challenged as infiringing the equality clause makes an 
assumption that there is a reasonable classification and that the classification lias a 
rational relation to the object to be achieved by the statute. 

But the definition of" existing bank ’’ in section 2 (d) of the .Act, fourteen named 
banks in the First Schedule are, out of many commercial banks engaged in the 
business of banking, selected for special treatment, in that the undertaJnng of the 
named banks is taken over, they are prevented from carrying on in India and abroad 
banking business and the Act operates in practice to prevent those banks engaging 
in business other than banking. 

By reason of the transfer of the undertaking of the named banks, the interest* 
of the banks and the sliareholders arc vitally affected. Investment in banlt-share 
is regarded in India, especially in the shares of larger banks, as a safe investment on 
attractive terms tvith a steady return and fluidity of conversion. Mr. PallJuvaJa 
has handed in a treatment setting out the percentage return of dividends on market 
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rates in ic68. The rate •v'rorfa ont at more than ro per cent, fn the case of the shares 
of Eanfe of Baroda. Central Bank of India, Dcna Bank, Indian Bank, United Bank 
and United Commercial Bank, and at more than 9 per cent in the case of shares of 
Bank of India, Bank of ifaharashtra, Canara Bank, Indian Bank, Indian Overseas 
Bank and United Bank of India. In the case of Allahabad Bank it vtorked out at 
5 per cent, and in the case of shares of Punjab Mational Bank and Syndicate Bank 
the rates are not available. This statement is not challenged. Since the taking 
over ofthe undertaking, there has resulted a steep fell in the ruling market Quotations 
of theshares of a majoriu- of the named banks. The market quotations have slumped 
to less than 50 per cent in the case of Bank of India, Central Bank, Bank of Baroda 
and even at the quoted rates probably there are no transactions. Dividend may 
no longer be distributed, for the banks have no liquid assets and they are not engaged 
in any commercial actmty. It may take many years before the compensation pay- 
able to the banks may even be finalised, and be available to the named banks for 
utilising it in any comm'trcial venture open to the banks under the Act. Under 
the scheme of determination of compensation, the total amount payable to ibe banks 
vnU. be a firaciion of the value of their net assets, and that compensation t'/ill not 
be available to the banks immediately. 


The ground for selection of the 14. banks is that those banks held deposits, as 
sho'.vn in the return as on the last Friday of June, 1969 furnished to the Reserve 
Bank under section 27 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1940, of not less than rupees 
fifty crores. 

The object of Act XXII of 1969 is according to the long title to provide for 
the acquisition and transfer of the undertakings of certain banking companies in 
order to sers.-e better the needs of development of the economy In conformity tvith 
the national policy and objectives and matters connected therevvith or incidental 
thereto. The national police- may reasonably be taken to be policj* contained in 
the directive principles of State policy*, especially .Articles 38 and 39 of the Consti- 
tution. For achieving the needs of a developing economy in corJbrmity svith 
the national polics.- and objeaives the resources of all the banks — fortign as v/ell as 
Inman — are inadea_uate. Of the total deposits tvith commercial banks 27 per cent, 
are svith the S'Late Kank of India and its subsidiaries: the named commerdal banks 
oftvhich the undertaking is taken over hold apprommatcly 56 per cent, of the deposits. 
The remaininr: 17 ner cent of the deposits are shared by the foreign banks and the 
other scheduled and non-schednled commercial banks. 83 per cent, of the total 
resources may obviously not meet vdioUy or even substantially the needs of develop- 
ment of the economy. 


In mpport ofthe plea that there is a reasonable relation bcltvcen the difierentia- 
grotmd for maKng the distinction between the named banks and the other banks — 
Indian and foreign — and the object of the Act, it is urged that the policy of the 
Union, is to control the concentration of private economic resources to ensure achieve- 
ment of the directive principles of State policy, and for that purpose, selection ba'; 
been made v.ith an eye.. rv.Vr cSic. to the magnitude and concentrations of the 
economic resources of such enterprises for inclusion in such lavr as would be essential 
or rnbstantially conducive to the achievement of the national objectives and policy’. 
It is apparently claimed that the object of the Government — not of the statute — is 
to acquire ultimately all banking institutions, but the 14. named banks are selected 
for acquisition because they have Larger business and vdder coverage in com- 
panson with other bank not selected, and had also larger organization, better 
managerial resources and employees better trained and equipped. These are 
prim^Jy grounds for classification and not for e.cplaining the relation between the 
classification and the object of the .Act. But in th; absence of any reliable data, we 
do not tliink it necessary to express an opinion or, the Question whethe-r selection of 


tne undertaking of some out of many banking institutions, for compuLsorv- acquisition, 
is liable to be struck down as hostile discrimination, on the ground that 'hae is no 
reasonable relation fcer.vccn the difierentia and the objc-ct of the .Act which cannot 
be substantially served even tr.* the acq-utri'ion of the undertaldngs of all the banl^ 
cut of v.'hich the selection is made. 
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It is claimed that the depositor wth the named banks have also a grics'ancc. 
Those depositors svho had made long-term deposits, taking into accoiint the confi- 
dence they had in the management ofthebanfe and the sers'ice they rendered, are 
noss' called upon to trust the management of a statutory- coiporation not selected 
by them, without an opportunity of being placed in the same position in sehich they 
would have been if they were permitted to transfer their deposits elsetehere. The 
argument is based on several imponderables and docs not require any detailed 
consideration. 


But ttvo other grounds in support of the plea of impairment of the guarantee of 
equality clause require to be noticed. The. fourteen named banks are prohibited 
from canydng on banking business — a disability for which there is no rational expla- 
nation. Banks other than the named banks may carry on banking business in India 
and abroad: nets* banks may be floated for carrjdng on banking business, but the 
named banks are prohibited from canydng on banking business. Each named 
bank had, even as claimed on behalf of the Union, by its superior management 
established an extensive business organization, and each bank had deposits exceeding 
Rs. 50 crores. The undertakings of the banks are taken over and they are prohi- 
bited from doing banking business. In the afiidavit filed on behalf of the Union 
no serious attempt is made to explain why the named banks should be specially 
selected for being subjected to this disability.’ 

The petitioner also contended that the classification is made on a svholly 
irrational ground, vtjr, penalizing effciency and good management, for the major 
fourteen banks had made a sustained effort and had exceeded the Rescree Bank 
target and had fully complied with the directives under the social control legislation. 
This, it is said, is a reversal of the policy underijdng section 36-A of the Banking 
Regulation Act under which inefficient and recalcitrant banks are contemplated 
to be taken over by the Govermnent. We need express no opinion on this part of 
the argument. But the petitioner is on firm ground in contending that when after 
acquiring the assets, undertaking organization, goodwill and the names of the 
named banks they are prohibited from carrying on banking business, sphere as 
other banks — ^Indian as well as foreign — are permitted to carrj’^ on banking business, 
a flagrantly hostile discrimination is practised. Section 15 {2) of the Act which by 
the clearest implication prohibits the named banks from carrjdng on banking business 
is, therefore, liable to be struck doss’n. It is' immaterial whetlier the entire sub- 
section (2) is struck dotvn, or as suggested by the Attorney-General that only the 
words “ other than the business of banking ” in section 1 5 (2) (e) be struck dotsn. 
Again, in considering the validity ofasection 15 (2) (<) in its relation to the guarantee 
of freedom to carrj’ on business other than banking, sve have already pointed out 
tliat the named banks are also, (tliough theoretic^Iy competent) in substance 
prohibited from cariying on non-banking business. For reasons set out by us for 
holding that the restriction is unreasonable, it must also be held tliat the guarantee 
of equality’ is impaired by preventing the named banks carrying on the non-banking 
business. 

Protection of Ihi guarantee under Arlicle (2) — 

The guarantee under Article 3 1 (2) arises directly out of the restrictions imposed 
upon tlie po^\•er of the State to acquire private property, seithout the consent of 
the owner for a public purpose. Upon the exercise of the pos\*er to acquire or 
requisition property*, by clause (2) tsvo restrictions arc placed: (a) power to acquire 
shall not be exercised save for a public purpose; and (l>) that it shall not be exercised 
save by authority* of a lasv ■which provides for compensation for the property acquired 
or requisitioned, and fixes the amount of compensation or specifics the principles 
on ■wliich and the manner in which the compensation is to be determined and 
given. Sub-clause (2-.A.) in substance provides a definition of" compulsoiy acquisi- 
tion or requisitioning of property*.” Existence of a public purpose and prowsion 
for giving compensation for compulsory acquisition of property* of an indi\*idual are 
conditions of the exercise of the potver. If cither condition be absent, the guarantee 
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under Article 31 (2) is impaired, and the lasv providing for acqidsition \nll be invalid. 
Blit jurisdiction of the Court to question the laiv on the ground that compensation 
pro^'ided thereby is not adequate is, expressly excluded. 

In the case before us we need not express any opinion on the question u’hether 
a composite undertaking of two or more distinct lines of business may be acquired 
where there is a public purpose for acquisition of the assets of one or more lines of 
business, but not in respect of all the lines of business. As ire have already obsen'ed, 
there is no eiddence that the named banks carried on non-banking business, distinct 
from banking business, and in respect of such non-banking business the banks owned 
distinct assets apart from the assets of the banking business. 

The lair providing for acquisition must again either fix tlie amount of compen- 
sation or specify the principles on which, and the manner in irhirh, the compen- 
sation is to be determined and given, "nie oivner irhose property is compulsorily 
acquired is guaranteed the right to receive compensation and the amount of compen- 
sation must either be fixed by the law or be determined accoi ding to tlie principles and 
in the maimer specified by tlie law. The law which does not ensure the 
guarantee irill, except where the grievance only is that the compensation provided 
b}- the lair is inadequate, be declared void. 

_The petitioner saix that the expression “compensation” means a “just 
equivalent ” in money of the property acquired and tliat the lair providing for com- 
pulsori* acquisition must “ aim ” at a just equivalent to the expropriated owner : 
If tlic law so aims at, it will not be deemed to impair the guarantee merely on the 
ground that the compensation paid to tlie owner is inadequate. The Attorney- 
General On the other hand says that “ compensation” in Article 31 (2) docs not 
mean a just equivalent, and it is not predicated of the validiti' of a lair relating to 
compulsori' acquisition that it must aim at awarding a just equivalent, for, if the 
lair is not confiscatory, or the principles for determination of compensation are not 
irrelevant, “ the Courts cannot go into the propriety of such principles or adequacy 
or reasonableness of the compensation.” 

Tiro questions immediately arise for determination. Wiat is the true meaning 
of tlie expression compensation ” as used in Article 31 (2), and ivhat is the extent 
of the jurisdiction of die Court irhen the validity of a lair proidding for compulsori’ 
acquisition of properti' for a public purpose is cliallenged.”? 

In its dictionaty meaning “ compensation ” means anything given to make 
tilings equal in value: anything given as an acquivalent, to make amends for loss 
or damage. In all States ivhere the rule of law prevails, the right to compensation 
is guaranteed by the Constiturion or regarded as inextricably involved in the right 
to property. 

By the 5th Amendment in the Constitution of the U.S.A. die right of eminent 
domain is expressly circumscribed by providing “ Nor sliall private property be 
taken for public use, ividiout just compensation.” Such a provision is to be found 
also in every State Constitution in the United States: Lewis Eminent Domain, 3rd 
edition, (pages 28-50). The Japanese Constitution, 1946, by Ardcle 25 provides 
a similar guarantee. Under the Commonwealth of Australia Constitution, 1900, 
the Commonwealth Parliament is invested ivitli the power of acquisition of 
property on “just terms ” : section 57 (XXXI). 

Undcr_ tlie Common Laiv of England, principles for paimcnt compensation 
for acquisition of property by the State are stated by Blackstone in his “ Commen- 
taries on the Lai\-s of England,” 4th edition, \'ol. i, at page 109: 

“ So great moreover is the regard of die law for private property, that it will 
will not authorise the least violation of it: no, not even for the general good of the 
whole community. ♦ » ^ Besides, the public good is in nothing more 

essentially interested, than in the protection of everv individual’s private richts 
S c J— 76 ' “ ' 
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as modelled by the municipal law. In this and similar cases the Legislature alone 
can, and indeed frequently does, interpose, and compel the indi^dual to acquiesce 
But how does it interpose and compel ? Not by absolutely stripping the subject 
of his property in an arbitrary manner; but giving him a full iiidemnification and 
equivalent for the injury thereby sustained. The public is now considered as 
an individual, treating ^vith an individual for an exchange. All that the Legis- 
lature does, is to oblige tire owner to alienate his possession for a reasonable price: 

« 1*: IK 


Tire British Parliament is supreme and its porvers are not subject to any constitu- 
tional limitations. But the British Parliament has rarely, if at all, exercised power 
to take property sr-ithout pajment of the cash value of the property taken. In 
Attorney-General v. De Keyser’s Royal Hotel , the House of Lords held that the Crown 
is not entitled as of right either by virtue of its prerogative or under any statute, 
to take possession of the land or building of a subject for administrative purposes 
in connection with the defence of the realm, without compensation lor their use and 
occupation. 

Under the Government of India Act, 1935, by section 299 (2) it was enacted 
that" 

” Neither the Federal or a Provincial Legislature shall have posver to make any 
lasv authorising the compulsorj' acquisition for public purposes of any land, or 
any commercial or industrial undertaking, or any interest in, or in any company 
owning, any commercial or industrial undertaking, unless the law provides for 
the pajment of compensation for the property acquired and either fixes the amount 
of Ae compensation or specifies the principles on ^vhich, and the manner ui 
which, it is to be determined.” 

Article 31 (2) before it svas amended by the Constitution (Fourth Amendment) 
Act, 195H, followed substantially the same pattern. 

Prior to the amendment of Article 31 (2) this Court interpreted^ the expr^ion 
“ compcrjsation as meaning “ full indemnification Patanjali Sastri, C.J., 
in The State oj IVest Baigal v. Mrs. Bela Banegee and others", in interpreting the guaran- 
tee under Article 31 (2) .speaking on behalf of the Court, obscrv'cd: 

“ While it is ti ue that the Legislature is given the discretionary powers of lapng 
do^m the principles 'which should govern the determination of the amount to 
be given to the owner for the property appropriated, such principles must 
ensure that what is detei mined as payable must be compensation, that is, a just 
equivalent of what the owner has been deprived of. AVitliin the limits of this 
basic requirement of full indemnification of the expropriated ow'iier, the Consti- 
tution allows free play to the legislative judgment as to rvhat principles should 
guide the determination of tlic amount payable. 'Whether such priirciples take 
into account all the elements which make up the true value of the property appro- 
priated and exclude matters tvhich are to Ire neglected, is a justiciable issue to 
be adjudicated by tire Court.” 


In the viers' of die learned Chief Justice die expression “just equivalent” meant 
“ full indemnification ” and the expropriated owner was on that account entitled 
to die market value of the property on the date of deprivation of the property. 
This case was decided under a statute enacted before the Constitution (Fourth 
Amendment) Act, 1955. The principle of diat case tvas approved in -V. B. 
Jeejecbhoyw Assistant Collector, Thana Front, Thana^, a case under the I.and Acquisi- 
jion (Bombay .^^endment) Act, 1 948, and invoking the guarantee under section 299 

' \ct, in Union of India V. ICamalabai Harjhcandas 


( 


2) of the Goveniraent of India Act, 


1- L.R. (1920) A.C. 508. 

2. { 1954) S.e.R. 558 ; (1954) S.C.J.95 : (1954) 


1 M.LJ. 162. 

3. (1965) 1 S.e.R. 636. 
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under die Madras Lignite Acqiiisition of Land Act, 1953. 

Art* 3. (=) 'I" liS-SSj (tif a S’iSa 

tiiuon (Fourth Amendment) Act, igoD- B\ suD-cla J- J formal changes 

tion orSequisitioning of properties u-as supplied and ° be called 

ivcre also made, iiith the important 'otided by tiiat 

in question in any Court on the ground tiiat 1 acted after 27th April, 

lau- is not adequate.” In cases arising under sta 1 Article 31 (2)asamen- 

1955. this. Cour?held that JeexTiression^co^^^^^^ Se S^SnUed clause: 

ded continued to mean just equii alent ^ „^niheT^ under the Land 

P. VajToi-elu Mudaliar v. Special Deputy jr^Qn of India v. The Metal 

Acquisition (Madras Amendment) Act (^JOQII o 19 i^dia (Acquisition 

Corporation of India Ltd and the otker^undcr t^Me^Corpo Miavcipal CommHtee, 

of Undertakgs) Act (LIA^ of 1955): ^chhman Dass and Rehabili- 

jalalahad^, under section 20-B of the Ranoiirao Shinde’s case^, 

tation) Act, 1954. .as amended by AcUII f ^ ^^fSh Grants Act (XVI 
dealing uith a case imderthe Madhya Pradph Ato on Article 31 (2) is a just 
of 1963) it was obsen-ed Aat the compensaton r^rre.^ o^^^^ of Gujarat v. 

equivalent of the value of the propert\ tahen. Bu rmvable for compukors- 

ShmitilalMangaldos and others’, observed Aat compensation pa>ab as 

acquisition of property is not, by *^‘^apphcatton of an\ p p > definiteness 
a precise sum, and by calling it ^ " ^^,,,T^^andi^lS^re^ 

could be attached, thereto; that.valuation of lands., .1 Oo _„„jtalization of net 
has to be made on the application of different prmcip , "f” , • ^ value reduced 

income at appropriate rates, reinstatement, determma n ° dieir utility; 

by depreciation break-up value of .properU« had out|roim 

that the rules relating to determination of ^alue of , metiiods or principles 

other classes of property differ, and the appheaUon o canable of prccke 

lead to svidely divergent amounts, and since ^ i-r • e the expression 

detemunation by the application of recognized niles, . q > ^ more con- 

“compensation” by the adjective “just” the dctermmauon was made 

trovcrsial. It was observed that the Parliament amen e fixed by the 

Fourth Amendment Act declarirg that 

Legislature as amended according to the principles sp , * 

determination will not be justiciable. It was then observed tha . 

” The right declared by the Constitution guarantees that 
be given before a person is compulsorily expropriated of tep p * L ? f 
nnmosc What is fixed as compensaUon by statute, or b> Uie appiicaiion o 
principl’cs specified for determination of compensation is 

mean however, that somctliing fixed or determined by the appheaUon ol specified 
principles which is illusory- or can in no sense be regarded as com^nsation must 
L upheld bv the Ckrurts, for. to do so, would be to grant charter of arbitrariness, 
and permit a device to defeat the constitutional guarantee. But compensatim 
fixed or determined on principles specified by the Legislature cannot be j^nmtteU 
to be challenged on tlie somewhat indefinite plea that it is not a just or fan eqiu- 
valcnt. Principles mav be challenged on the ground that they arc. irrclc\ant to 
the determination of compensation, but not on the plea that what is au-arded ss 
a result of the application of those principles is not just or fair compensation. A 
challenge to a statute that the principles specified by it do not au-ard a just cqui- 


I (196S) 1 S CR.463 : (196S) 2 S.C.J. 114. 

2. tl9&4) 6 S.C.R. 936 : (1965) 2 An.W.R. 
(S C.) S2: (1965) 2 M.L J. (S C.) S2 : (1965) 2 S. 
C.J. 563. 

3. 11964) 2. An.W.R. (S.C) 173 ; (1964) 2M. 
L J.(S.C.) 173 :U965] 1 S C.R 614 :(1964)2S. 
CJ.703. 


4 . (1967) 1 S C.R.255 : (1967) 1 Comp.L.J. 
43 : (1967) 1 S.C.J. 1S2. 

5. (1969) 2 SC.J. 64S:AI.R- 1969 S.C. 
1126. 

6. (19"S'- 2 S C.J. 760. 

7 . (1969;2 S.CJ 322 : AIR- 1969 SC. 634. 
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valent vill be in clear violation of the constitutional declaration that inadcquacr- 
of compensation provided is not justiciable,” 

This Court held in Mrs. Bela Banerjeey case-^ , that by Ae 
to compensation for compulsory acquisition under Article 31 (2), 
amended by the Constitution (Fourth Amendment) Act, . Mudaliar's 

receive a “ hwt equivalent ” or “ full indemnification. ACrit-le ('2) by 

Ais Court held that notivuthstanding Ae amendment of ^ticle 31 
the Constitution (Fourth Amendment) Act, and even afer the a ^ ^ 

“ and no such law shall be called in Question in any Oiurt 

compensation prordded bv Aat law is not adeauate. the ^"P Amendment) 
sation occurring in Arricle 31 (2) after the Co^tituUon (Fo-^fmentoet^l 

Act Continued to have the same meaning as It had in secti n 99 \ j • tfjust 

ment of India Act, 1935, and Article 31 (2) before it was amended, J 

equivalent” or “All indemnification.” 

There was apparently no dispute Aat Article 31 of pro- 

amended guaranteed a right to compensation for of his proper^, 

perty and Aat by giring to Ae oivner, for comim a ^ j. prmciplcs 

compensation which w^ illusor^^ or determined the apph^tion^^^P^^^ 
which "were irrelevant, Ae constitutional ^arantee o p , decisions 

plied wiA. There was difference of opinion o” ^ae ^ fonner 

in P. Vajravelu Mudaliar's case-, and Shanlilal Mangaldas s f ^ • , jf ^ jyjt 

case it was observed Aat the constitutional guaran ee v jicld 

equivalent of Ae property was given to Ae owner: . 00 definite 

Aat “ compensation ” being tt®^^^*acapable of any precis indemni- 

connotadon could be attaAed thereto by calling It JUS 9 . . Jt js not 

cation,” and under Acts enacted after the amen dmen compensation on the 

open to the Court to call in question Ac law pro 1 jj fixed by the 

ground Aat it is inadequate, whether Ae amount o • jt ^^as obscr- 

law or is to be determined according to principles specified therein, 
ved in the judgment in ^ ^ ‘ , 

“ Whatever may have been the meaning of the exprSb’ enacted 

under the unamended Article 31 (2), when question in any 

under the amended clause that no such lav sha ^ adequate,’ 

Court on the ground tliat the compensation pros ^ ^ _ , /^yrt an enquirs' 

it was intendid clearly to exclude from Jur^dicUon of Ac Court 
that what is fixed or determined by the 
compensation does not award to Ae owner a j q 
deprived.” _ , 

In P. Vajravelu Mudaliar’s case\ again the Court in dealing AVith Ac c ect o 

amendment observed (at page 627): _ _ 

“Therefore, a more reasonable interpretation is that "^**^*' ^™{^oncd 
prescribing’ the ‘just equivalent ’ nor Ac just cquu aicnt _ Cv/.rt*nnrrivcd 
bv Ac Court on the ground of Ac inadequacy of Ae compensation Axed or ^rrued 
S t ofhe principles, Jo lltaraK, a Inw |S 

LS; 5 SSs“.»cTpL“L-s£p^ 

sation is determined. The Court “'mot obviously sa> hat tlm^ 
adopted one principle and not Ac o ther, for it relates onl> to the question 

S.aJ. 95 : (1954) 1 MX.3. 162: {S.C.J 173 : (19«) 2 MX J. (S.C.) 173: (1965) 1 
''r\?9SjVlx.3 . 703 : (1964) 2 AnAV.R. ^969) 2S.CJ. 322: AXR- 1969SC.634. 
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quacv. On tlie otlicr hand, if a law lays down principles which are not relevant 
to the pioperu- acquired, or to the value of the property at or about the time it is 
acquired, it may be said that they are not principles contemplated by Article 31 
{2) of the ConstiUition.” 

The Court tlien applied that principle to the facts of the case and held that tlie Land 
Acquisition (Madras Amendment) Act, 1961, wliich pro\ided diat— (i) tlie owner 
of land acquired for housing shall get only the value pf the land at the date of tlie 
notification under section 4 (i) of tlie Land Acquisition Act, 1894, or an amoimt 
equivalent to the average market value of the land during the last five \ears immedi- 
atdv preceding such date, ^vhichever was less; (ii) the owner shall get a solatium 
of onlv 5 per cent, and not 15 per cent, and {Hi) in valuing tlie land acquired any 
increase in its suitability or adaptability for any use other than the use to ^vhlch 
the land was put at the date of the notification under section 4 (0 of the Land 
Acquisition Act, 1894, shall not be taken into consideration, did not impair tlie right 
to receive compensation. The Court obseivcd at page 631 : 

“ In awarding compensation if the potential value of the land is excluded, it 
cannot be said that the compensation awarded is the just equivalent of rvhat the 
ois-ner has been deprived of. But such an exclusion only pertains to the metliod 
of ascertaining the compensation. One of the elements that should properly 
be taken into account in fixing the compensation is omitted; it results in the ade- 
quacy of the compensation, * ^ We, therefore, hold' that tlie Amending 
Act does not offend Article 31 (2) of the Constitution.” 

The compensation provided by the Madras Act, according to the principles specified, 
was not the full market value at the date of acquisition. It did not amount to 
“ full indemnification ” of the owner; the Court still held that the latv did not 
offend the guarantee under Article 31 (2) as 'amended,because the objection was 
only as to the adequacy of compensation. In Shantilal Mangaldas’s case the Court 
held tliat the Constitution (Fourdi Amendment) Act, Article 31 (2) guarantees a 
right to receive compensation for loss of property compulsorily acquired, but com- 
pensation does not mean a just equivalent of the property. .If compensation is 
proiidcd by law to be paid and the compensation is not illusory or is not determin- 
able by the application of irrelevant principles, the laiv is not open to challenge on 
tlie ground that compensation fixed or determined to be paid is inadequate. 

Both the lines of tliought which converge in the ultimate result, support the 
view that the principle specified by the law for determination of compensation is 
beyond the pale of challenge, if it is relevant to the determination of compensation 
and is a recognised principle applicable in the determination of compensation for 
property compulsorily acquired and the principle is appropriate in detei mining the 
value of the class of property sought to be acquired. On the application of the view 
cxpr<^cd in P. Vajravclu Mudaliafs case\ or in Shantilal Mangaldas’s case'^, the 
Act, in our judgment, is liable to be struck down as it fails to provide to the expro- 
priated banks compensation determined according to relevant principles. Section 4 
of the Act ti-ansfers the undertaking ofever>' named bank to and vests it in the corres- 
jwnding new bank. Section 6 (i) prowdes for payment of compensation for acqui- 
sition of die undertaking, and the compensation is to be determined in accordance 
with the principles specified in die Second Schedule. Section 6 (2) then provides 
that diough separate valuations are made in respect of die several matters specified 
in Schedule II of the Act, the amount of compensation shall be deemed to be a 
single compensation. Compensation being the equivalent in terms of money of the 
property rompulsorily acquired, the principle for determination of compensadon 
is intended to aw.ard to the expropriated owner the value of the propertv acquired 
The science of vJuition of property recognizes several principles or methods for 
determining the value to be paid as compensation to the owner for loss of his property 


(1969) 2 S.C.J. 322 : A-I-R. 1969 S C. (S.C ) 173: (1964) 2 M.L.J. (S.C.) 173 : (1965) 1 
2. (1964) 2 S.C.3. 703: (1964) 2 An.W-R. ‘ 
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there arc different methods applicable to different classes of properly in the delcr- 
mination of the value to be paid as recompense for loss of his property, A method 
appropriate to the determination of value of one class of property may be tvholly 
inappropriate in determining the ^'alue of another class of property. If an appro- 
priate method or principle for determination of compensation is applied, the fact 
that by the application of another principle Which is also appropriate, a different 
value is reached, the Court ^sill not be justified in entertaining the contention that 
out of the t\\-o appropriate methods, one more generous to the otsTier should have 
been applied by the L^sJature. 

"We are unable to hold that a principle specified by the Parliament for deter* 
mining compensation of the property' to be acquired is conclusive. If that view 
be accepted, the Parliament will be invested uith a charter of arbitrariness and 
by abuse of legislative process, the constitutional guarantee of the right to compen- 
sation may be severely impaired. The principle specified must be appropriate to 
the determination of compensation for the particular class of property sought to be 
acquired. If several principles are appropriate and one is selected for determination 
of the value of the propertj' to be acquired, selection of that principle to the exclusion 
of other principles is not open to challenge, for the selection must be left to the wisdom 
of the Parliament. 

The broad object underlyng the principle of valuation is to award to the 
otvncr the equivalent of his property with its existing advantages and its potentialities. 
I\Ticre there is an established market for the property acquired, the problem of 
valuation presents little difficulty. 'WTiere there is no established market for the 
property, the object of the principle of valuation must be to pay to the owner lor 
what he has lost, including the benefit of advantages present as srcll as future, with- 
out taking into accoimt the tirgcncy of acquisition, the disinclination of the owner 
to part uith the propertj', and the benefit which the acquirer is likely to obtain 
by the acquisition. Under the Land Acquisition Acts compensation paid is the 
value to the otsmer together with all its potentialities and its special adaptability 
if the land is peculiarly suitable for a particular use, if it gives an enhanced value 
at the date of acquisition. 

The important methods of determination of compensation arc — (t) market 
value determined from sales of comparable properties, proximate in time to the 
date of acquisition, similarly situated, and possessing the same or similar advan- 
tages and subject to the same or similar disadvantages. Itlarkct %'aluc is the price 
the property may fetch in the open market if sold by a -willing seller unaffectra by 
the special needs of a particular purchase, (it) capitalization of the net annual profit 
out of the property at a rate equal in normal cases to the return from gilt-^gcd 
securities. Ordinarily value of the property may be determined by capitalizing 
the net annual value obtainable in the market at the date of the notice of acquisi- 
tion; (Hi) where the properU' is a house, expenditure likely to be incurred for con- 
structing a similar house, and reduced by the depreciation for the number of years 
since it was constructed; (iv) principle of reinstatement, •\vhcre it is satisfactorily 
established that reinstatement in some other place is bona fide intended, there bring 
no general market for the property for the purpose for which it is devoted (the pur- 
pose being a public purpose) and would have continued to be devoted, but for 
compulsory acquisition. Here compensation -will be assessed on the basis of reason- 
able cost of reinstatement; (a) when the property has outgrown its utility and it is 
reasonably incapable of economic use, it may be valued as land plus the break-up 
value of the structure. But the fact that the acquirer docs not intend to use the 
property for which it is -used at the time of acquisition and daefres to demo'ish it or 
use it for other purpose is irrelc\-an*; and (ri) the property to be acquired has nrdi- 
narily to be valued as a unit. Normally an aggregate of the value of different 
components trill not be the value of the unit. 

These are, however, not the only methods. The method of determining the 
value of property by the application of an appropriate multiplier to the net annual 
ncomc or profits is a sa’isfactory menthod of valuation of lands with buildings, onI_; 
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if the land is fully developed, i.e., it has been put to full use legally permissible and 
economically justifiable, and the income out of the property is the normal commercial 
and not a controlled return, or a return depreciated on account of special circum- 
stances, If the property is not fully developed, or the return is not commercial the 
method may yield a misleading result. 

The expression “property” in Article 31 (2) as in Entry 42 of List III is wide 
enough to include an undertaking, and an undertaking subject to obligations may 
be compulsorily acquired under a law made in exercise of power under Entry 42, List 
III. The language of the amended clause (2) of Atricle 31 compared with the 
language of the clause before it was amended by the Constitution (Fourth Amend- 
ment) Act leaves no room for doubt. Before it was amended, the guarantee covered 
the acqusition of ‘‘property movable or immovable including, and interest in, or in 
any company owning any commercial or industrial undertaking ”, In the amended 
clause only the word “ property ” is used, deleting the expressions which did not 
add to its connotation. But when an undertaking is acquired as a unit the principles 
for determination of compensation must be relevant and also appropriate to the acqui- 
sition of the entire undertaking. In determining the appropriate rate of the net 
profits the return from gilt-edgra securities may, unless it is otherwise found unsuita- 
ble, be adopted. 

Compensation to be determined under the Act is for acquisition of the under- 
taking, but the Act instead of providing for valuing the entire undertaking as a unit 
provides for determining the value of some only of the eomponents, ^vhich constitute 
the undertaking, and reduced by the liabilities. It also provides different methods 
of determining compensation in respect of each such component. This method for 
determination of compensation is /irtma facie not a method relevant to the determina- 
tion of compensation for acquisition of the undertaking. Aggregate of the value of 
components is not necessarily the value of the entirety of a unit of property acquired, 
especially when the property is a going concern, with an organized business. 
On that ground alone, acquisition of the undertaking is liable to be declared invalid, 
for it impairs the constitutional guarantee for payment of compensation for. acquisi- 
tion of property by law. Even if it be assumed that the aggregate -value of the different 
components will be equal to the value of the undertaking of the named bank as a 
going concern the principles specified, in our judgment, do not give a true rccomr 
pense to the banli for the loss of the undertaking. Schedule II by clause ' (ij 
provides : 

“ The compensation * * * in respect of the acquisition of the under- 

taking thereof shall be an amount equal to the sum total of the value of the assets 
of the existing bank as on the commencement of this Act, calculated in accordance 
with the provisions of Part I, less the sum total of the liabilities computed and 
obligations of the existing bank calculated in accordance with the provisions of 
Part II.” 

For the purpose of Part I “ assets ” means the total of the heads (a) to {k) and the 
egression “ liabilities ” is defined as meaning the total amount of all outside liabi- 
lities existing at the commencement of the Act and contingent liabilities which the 
corresponding new bank may reasonably be expected to be required to meet out of 
its own resources. Compensation payable to the named banks is accordingly the 
aggregate of some of the components of the undertaking, reduced by the aggregate 
of liabilities determined in the manner provided in the Schedule. It appears clear 
that in determining the compensation for undertaking — (i) certain imporant classes 
of assets arc omitted from the heads (a) to {h) , {it) the method .cpccificd for valua- 
tion of lands and buildings is not relevant to determination of compensation, 
and the value determined thereby in certain circumstances is illusory as compen- 
ption ; and (Hi) the principle for determination of the aggregate value of liabilities 
is also irrelevant. 

The und'Ttaking of a banking company taken over as a going concern would 
ordinarily i nclude the goodwill and the value of the unexpired period of long- 
term leases in the prevailing conditions in urban areas. But goodwill of the 
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barfc is not one of the items in the assets in the Schedule, and in cl. (/) though 
provision is made for including a part of the premium paid in respect of lease- 
hold properties proportionate to the unespired period, no value of the leasehold 
interest ior the unexpired period is given. 

Good'sviU of a business is an intangible asset: it is the whole advantage of the 
reputation and connections formed with the customers together trith the circum- 
stances making the connection durable. It is that component of the total value of 
the undertaking which is attributable to the ability of the concern to cam profits 
over a course of years or in excess of normal amounts because of its reputation, loca- 
tion and other features : Trego v. HuntK Goodwill of an undertaking therefore is 
the value of the attraction to customers arising for the name, and reputation for skill, 
integrity, efficient business management, or efficient service. 

Business of banking thrives on its reputation for probity ofits dealings, efficiency' 
of the service it provides, courtesy' and promptness of the staff, and above all the con- 
fidence it inspires among the customers for the safety' of the fimds entrusted. Tlic 
Resert'e Bank, it is true, exercises stringent control over the transactions tvhich 
banks carry' on in India. Existence of these powers and exercise thereof may and 
do ensure to a certain extent the safety' of the funds entrusted to the Banks. But 
the business which a bank attracts still depends upon the confidence tvhich the deposi- 
tor reposes in the management. A bank is not like a grocer's shop : a customer docs 
not extend his patronage to a bank merely because it has a branch easily' accessible 
to him. Outside the public sector, tliere arc 50 Indian scheduled banks, 13 foreign 
banks, beside 16 non-scheduled banks. The deposits in the banks not taken over 
under the Act range beUveen Rs. 400 crores and a few laldis of mpees. Deposits 
attracted by the major private commercial banks arc attributable largely to the 
personal goodwill of the management . The regulatory' provisions of the Banking 
Companies Act and the control tvhich the Reserve Bank exercises over the banks may 
to a certain extent reduce the chance of the resources of the banks being misused, 
but a banking company for its business still largely depends upon the reputation of its 
management. IVe are unable to agree with the contention raised in tlie Union’s 
affidavit that a banking establishment hasnogoodt\'ill, nor are "we able to accept the 
plea raised by the Attorney-General that the value of the goodsvill of a banl: is 
insignificant and it may be ignored in valuing the undertaking as a going concern. 

Under clause (;) of Schedule II provision is made for valuing a proportionate 
part of the premium paid in respect of all leasehold properties to the unerqjired dura- 
tion of the leases, but there is no provision made for payment of compensation for die 
unexpired period of the leases. Having r^r^d to the present day conditions it is 
clear that with rent control on leases operating in various States the unexpired 
p>eriod of leases has also a substantial value. 

The value determined by' excluding important components of the undertaking, 
such as the goodwill and value of the unexpired period of leases, ■will not in our 
judgment, be compensation for the undertaking. 

The other defects in the method of valuation, it ivas claimed by Mr. Palkhivala, 
arc the inclusion of certain assets such as cash, choses in action and similar assets 
svhich under the laiv are not regarded as capable of being acquired as property. 
This inclusion, it is contended, vitiates ffic scheme of acquisition. Under clause («} 
of Part I — Assets — the amount of cash in hand and with the Reserve Bank and the 
State Bank of India (including foreign currency notes which shall be converted at 
tiie market rate of exchange) arc liable to be included. Casli in hand is not an item 
which is capable of being compulsorily acquired, not because it is not property, but 
because taking over the cash and providing for acquisition tiicrcof, compensation 
payable at some future date amounts to levying a “ forced loan ” in tlic guise of 
acquisition. This Court in Stale of Bihar v. Maharajaihiraja Sir Kcfiiesh^wr Sir.gk cj 
Darbanga and others^ held that cash and choses in action arc not capable of compul- 
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bition of Alienation) Act (1947) and Madras Estates (Abolition and Conversion 
into Ryotwari) Act (XXM of 1948) — ^Effect — Later enactment, if repeals the earlier 
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upon the Magistrate but no such restriction upon the power of the appellate 
Court— Power of the appellate Court to set aside the order of confiscation if in 
any way restricted — Code of Criminal Procedure (V of 1898), section 520 
Arbitration — ^.Award intelligble to the parties— Award professing to be made of and 
concerning all the matters referred for arbitration — ^Presumption — Avvard of three 
lumpstuns in respect of 29 items of claims and counter-claim, i f lawful 
Arbitration Act (X of 1940), sections 2 (c), 20, 31 (4) and 34 — ^Agreement containing 
arbitration clause — Suit by one of the parties, ignoring mbitration clause, otner 
party filing application under section 34 for stay of salt — Pending that suit — 
-Application by other party imder section 20 in a different Court — Maintain- 
ability of — Whether application under section 34 is an application in a reference 
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— Legislative competence of Parliament to enact the Art 
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Bengal %Vakf Act (XlII of 1934). section 70 (I) and (4) — Scope of — ^Notice to Com- 
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cation for declaring a decree void — ^Limitation for — Computation — Notice — 
Vhat amounts to 

Bequest — Fuad to he utilised in equal moieties for two purposes — ^Failure of one pur- 
pose if will result in a moiety of the amount devised falling into the residue 
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of Association — ^Undertaking, if carried on under the authority of the Central 
Government 

Company — Shares — ^Purchase of — ^Purchaser’s right to arrear dividend 

Company— Super-tax — Rebate under Finance Acts of years 1956 and 1957 — Reduction 
of rebate on distribution of dividend over six per cent, of paid up capital — Com- 
putation of paid-up capital — Share premiums received to be included— Separate 
share premium account need not be maintained — But must be identifiable 
as such 

Construction of Statutes — ^Rules as to 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 14 — Scope — Admission to medical college — Re- 
servation of seats to sons and daughters ofUnion territories other thanDelhi,Cen- 
tral Government servants posted in IndianMissions abroad and cultural, Colombo 
Plan and Thailand scholars — Classification, if satisficsthc test of reasonableness. . 

Constitution of India(1950), Article 14— Scope-Legislation— ;ReasonablcClassification 
— ^Test — Classification to be founded on intelligible differentia and differentia 
to have a rational relation to the object sought to be achieved 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 16 — Scope .. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 19 (l)-^lnterprelation— Entrustment of power 
to an administrative agency to grant or withhold a permit or licence in its incon- 
trolled discretion— Prohibition of fundamental right Article 19 (1)— Lasv, if cx 
/ac/eviolates Article 19(1)— Burden of proof .. 

Constitution of India (1950), Articles 19 (1) (A 19 (1) (g), 19 (6) (ii) and 31 (2)— Scope 
— Inter-relation between Article 19 (1) (/) and Article 31 (2) — ^Whether mutually 
- exclusive — Validilv of law which authorises compulsory acquisition— If liable 
to be tested under Article 19 (5)— Scope of Article 19 (6) (u") aS amended in 1951 . . 

Constitution of India (1950). Articles 19 (1) (/), 19 (5), 31 and 31 (5) (6)(/V) — Scope — 
Law imposing reasonable restriction upon the rights of a citizen to dispose of 
property not free from the challenge of violation under Axticlc 31 — Extinction of 
the right of the owner of the moveable property (carcass) to destroy it for abating 
nuisance and preventing danger to public health covered by exemption contained 
in Article 31 (5) (6) («) •• 
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Constitution of India (1950), .^icle 19 (1) (g) — Interpretation — ^Fundamental right 
to carry on business— Prohibition of— Prohibition notin theinterest of the general 
public, but merely to respect the suseptibilities and sentiments of a section of the 
people, if justified 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 30 — ^Right of minorities to establish and 
administer educational institutions of theirchoice— Scope— If available onlv 
to citizens ofindia .. .. .. __ 

Constimtion ofindia, (1950), Article 123 — Scope — Satisfaction of President under 

If justiciable .. .. ' 


Constitution ofindia (1950) Article 133 (I)— Interpretation— “Judgment” meaning 
of— Final adjudication of the rights and obligations of theparties— Interlocutory 
Judgment refusing to grant an interim injunction, if amounts to “judgment” 
Constitution of India(I950), Article 136— Appeal by Special Leave— Concurrent find 
ing of Court below— Onus on appellant to show that the finding is erroneous . . 
Constitution of India (1950), Article 136— Appeal by Special Leave— Plea raising 
mixed questions of law and facts not raised below, cannot be permitted for first 
time 


Constitution of India (1950), Article 136— Appeals by Special Leave against the 
interim injunctions granted by the trial Judge— Ordinarily Court not interfering 
withi nterim orders — ^Irrevocable letter of credit, a mechanism of great importance 
in international trade — Autonomy of an irrevocable letter of credit entitled to 
protection — Courts not to interfere with that mechanism 
Constitution of India (1950), Article 136 and Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947) — 
Appeal by Special Leave — Industrial Tribunal relying upon newspaper reports 
—Conclusion based upon several other circumstances also — Interference with 
the finding of the Tribunal not justified 


Constitution of India (1950), Article 173 — Scope — ^Requirement as to subscription 
to an oath or affirmation in the prescribed form — Substantial compliance with — 
Sufficiency 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 226 — State action impairing rights both of share- 
holder and company— Loew s/an(?i of shareholder to file writ petition challenging 
the State action 


Constitution of India (1950), Article 226 — Scope — Relief under — Discrctionaiy — 
Petitioner to exhaust the. remedies provided by law wi.th utmost expedition — 
Delay — Unsatisfactory explanation — Effect 
Constitution of India (1950), Article 226 — ^\Vfit of mandamus — Wien can lie — Com- 
pany non-statutory body incorporated under Companies Act- -Whether writ of 
mandamus lies against the company — Agreement between company and its work- 
men — Court holding writ of maKc/amur against company not maintainable but 
declaring agreement to be illegal and void — ^Validity of — No relief b> way of de- 
claration as to invalidity of agreement can be granted 
Constitution of India (1950) .Article 226— Writ Jurisdiction— Search and seizure under 
Income-tax Act— ^cope of power of High Court 
Constitution of India (1950), Article 246, Schedule VII, List I, Entiy 3, List II, Entry 
IS and List III, Entries 6, 7 and 13 and West Bengal Premises Tenancy Act (XJI 
of 1956) — Cantonment area — Extension of Stale Act to cantonment area by State 
Government — ^Whether ultra vires — Power of Parliament to legislate in respect 
of house accommodation in cantonment area — Whether limited to milifaty pur- 
poses alone — ^Extension of power of Parliament to regulate the relationship bet- 
ween landlord and tenant' — Scope of 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 2S6(1) (a). Explanation— Madras General Sales 
Tax Act (K of 1939), section 22 (a) (i) Explanation — Scope — VTicn attracted . . 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 31 1 (2) — Scope — Tenure post in the Government 
of India — Appointment to — Reversion to the Assam State before the expiry' of 
the tenure to post carrying smaller salary, if amounts to reduction in rank and 
involves a stigma 


Constitution ofindia (1950), Article 311 (2)— Tcntatirc determination as to the parti- 
cular punishment beforeissuancc of thesccond, show cause notice and before hear- 
• ing explanation — ^Validity of 


Constitution ofindia (1950), Article 372 and Entry 33 of List III — Scope — Prc-Consti- 
tion Act Bihar Sugar Factories Control Act. 1937, if stands altered by sub-rule 
(3) of rule 3 of Sugarcane (Control) Order, 1955 
.Constitution ofindia (1950), Schedule 7, List I, Entries 43, 44 and 45, List II. Imlty 26 
and List III, Entry 42 — Scope of Entries 43, 44 and of the word “ Bariking ” in 
Entry 45 of List I — Meaning of the word “ Property ” in Entry 42 of List Itf . . 

Contempt of Court — ^.^.uthority (arbitrator) holdinginquiryin good faith even aflcrlhc 
receipt of the notice of institution of the civilsuit — Parallel inquiry — Authority 
(arbitrator) if guilty of Contempt of Court — -Arbitration Act (X of J940), sections 
34 and 35 . . - _ 
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Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act, (LJDfVlII of 1956), sections ll,12andl4~ 
Interpretation— Widow adopting a child— Adopted child, if becomes the son 
of the deceased husband-Ties of child in the family of his biXif become 
completely severed 


Hindu Law— Hindu undivided family— Temporarj- reduction of the coparcenary unit 
to a Single individual — ^Its effect on joint property 
Hindu Mirriage Act(XX^' of 1955), section 12(1) (a)— Application by husbandfor 
annulmentof htsmarriageon ground that his wife is impotent — Burden of proof 
— Failure to establishentailsdismissaloftheapplication 

Hyderabad Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (Re-enactment, Validation and further 
amendments Act, 1961 — Validity of 

Income-tax (XI of 1922) — Adventure in the nature of trade — Shares— Purchase and 
sale by assessee— Dealer or investor — Mixed question of law and fact 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 2 (6-A) — Dividend — ^Amount distributed by 
company out of capital gains arising on or after 1st April, 1948 — Whether liable 
to tax 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 10— Business loss— Assessee, dealer in shares— 
Purchase and sale of shares — Part of a scheme to assist another company to ac- 
quire managing agency— Purchase at a higher rate than the market rate— Sale 
to the same company — Purchase on the overdraft account — If a transaction done 
in the ordinary course of business - If an allowable loss 

Income-tax Act fXI of 1922), sections 10, 12 — Business income or income from 
other sources — ^Shares and arrears of dividend — ^Assesses, dealer in shares — Pur- 
chase of shares — Coatrzctto ptirehasc shares and arrears of dMdend — ^nsfdeni- 
fion paid for shares and arrears of dividend — ^Arrears dividend — ^Receipt by 
assessee — Notincome — Receipt not otherwiseincomc — Not to constituteincome 
by erroneous crediting into profit and loss account ... 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), sections 16 (3) (a) (ii), 22 (2), 22(5), 34 (1) (a), 34 (l)(h) 
and 40 — Return of income — Individual — Partnership p^iculars— Non-disclosure 
of share incomes of wife and minor children — ^Whether amounts to failure to 
disclose “necessary” information — ^Validity of reassessment beyond four years— 
Inclusion of share incomes of vrife and minor children— Duty of the Income-tax 
Officer — ^No obligation on the taxpayer — ^Minor — Separate assessment on minor 
— ^Whether bars inclusion of minor’s share income in father’s assessment 


Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 34 (I ) (6) and 10 — Back assessment — ^Information 
— ^Judicial decisions — Part of assessable income — ^Failure to tax — Escapement — 
Purchase by assessee of properties from Hindu father— Character of property — 
Self-acquir^ in joint family property— Litigation between father and sons— 
Pendencj'of appeal at the time of purchase by assessee — ^Decision by Prhy Council 
— ^Information — ^Payment by assessee to sons to get their interest released — Capital 
expenditure 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 46 (5-A) — Tax recovery' — Garnishee notice — 
Payment out of Court — Certificate of payment by Court — ^Assessee-firm — ^Excess 
customs duty paid by assessecr-Decree against Union of India — Garaishee notice 
by Income-tax Officer to Collector of Customs — ^Requiring payment of decree 
amount towards arrears of Income-tax and penaltj’ due by assessee — ^Payment by 
Collector — ^Amount adjusted towards super-tax due by assessee — ^Application bi' 
Collector to Court for certifying payment under the Code of CivilProcedure . . 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 66— Reference — Question arising out of the 
order of Tribunal — Loss — ^Disallowance by department — ^Tribunal sustaining dis- 
allowance for certain reasons — High Court upholding decision on the basis of 
reasons rejected by the Tribunal — No necessity on department to apply for and 
obtain reference — No reference on a question arising from the reasons given by 
the Tribunal .. 

Income-tax Act (XLUI of 1961), section 2 (44) — Finance Act (XIII of 1963), section 
4 — ^‘Tax Recovery Officer” — Substitution of new definition with retrospective 
efiect — State Government empowered to invest any State Revenue Officer with 
powers of Tax Recovery Officer by notification — Whether State Government can 
notify with retrospective effect — Action taken by State Revenue Officer prior to 
date of notification — Validity 

Income-tax Act (XLm of 1961),section 132 (as amended in 1965) — Search and seizure 
— Scope of powers— Warrant of authorisation— VTsether should specify parti- 
culars of documents and books of account— Large number of documents seized 

^Some documents found not relevant— Whether vitiates search and seizure — 

Books of account and other documents in respect of other business carried on by 
partners of assessee-firm— Whether relevant — ^Whether can be seized— Failure 
to place identification marks on documents— Effect of~Prescncc of police officers 
during search — Effect of — •• •- — 

Industrial Disputes Act OOV of 1947)— Bonus— Calculation of— Accounts not con- 
pletcd at the time of reference— Full Bench formula inapplicable— Tribunal 
isexpcctedtodecidedisputeoalyasreferrcdtoit •• 
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Industrial disputes Act (XlV of 1947)— Dearri^ illowance-^l-inking with Price indei 
— ^Discretion of the Tribunal . . 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947) — Gratuity Scheme — ^Normal rule is quantum of 
gratuity is related to basic wage; — Departure from the normal rule, when can be 
made 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947)-^trike by workers — Management dismissing 
three workers for misconduct by incitement, intimidation and riotous and 
disorderly behaviour considering them as very grave nature — Whether amounts 
to victimisation and discrimination 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947) — ^Wages — Casual worker cannot expect same 
wages as permanent employee 
Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), sections 2 (a) and 10 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), section 2 (/t) (i) — ^Wages, meaning of— Mone- 
tary value of the free telephone and newspapers and also the car allowance, if 
could bpe included as part of wages 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), section 2 (rr). Schedule 3, item 1— Wages — 
Regions — Cum industry Principle inapplicable — ^Procedure to be followed in 
fixing wages 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV o^.l947), section 2 (p) and 18 (3) — Settlement, before 
conciliation oflacer between, management and Association of workmen-^ettle- 
ment in representativ’e capacity — Binding on workmen 
Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), sections 23 (1), 24 and 29 — ^Distinction between 
strikes envisaged by section 23 (c) and section 29 
Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), section 33-C (2) and the Minimum Wages Act 
of 194S), section 20 (1) — Interpretation — Claim for wages for overtime and 
for payment for work done on days of rest— No dispute as to rates — Applications 
under section 33-C (2) — ^Jurisdiction of the Labour Court, if barred by the remedy 
under section 20 (1) of the Minimum Wages Act.. 

Industrial EmpIo>’ment (Standing Orders) Act (XX of 1946), sections 3 to 7, 9 and 
10 and schedule 

Interpretation of Statutes — ^Act, a temporao' measure remaining in the statute book 
for over 20 years — ^No guidelines to regulate the exercise of the powers of the 
District Magistrate-Commissioner to e-xercise his discretion in preference to the 
discretion exercised by the District Magistrate — State Government to exercise its 
powers in any way it pleases — Construction of the provisions according to the 
rules of construction of statutes resulting in anamolies— Court, if can fall back 
on the grammatical construction — U. P. (Temporary') Control of Rent and 
Eviction Act, 1947 

Interpretation of Statutes — Coniemporanea expositio — Meaning of the enactment 
obscure — Construction put upon it by authorities for a long time — Court,ifmay 
resort to contemporary construction 

Interpretation of Statues — Doctrine of incidental or ancillery power — Scope of 
Interpretation of Statutes — Provision as exception to general rule — Construction . . 
Interpretation of Statutes — ^N^alidating Acts — Scope of generally 
KeralaBuildings(Lcase and Rent Control) Act (II of 1965), sections 11 (4) (i) and 34(1), 
and Kerala Building (Lease and Rent Control) Act, 1959 (XVI of 1959), section 11 
(4)(i) — Interpretation — ^Eviction on the ground of sub-letting — Proceedings insti- 
tuted under the repealed Act to be continued under thenew Act — Section 11 (4) (i) 
of thcnewAct,if corresponds to section II (4) (i) of the repealed Act 
Kerala Buildings (Lease and Rent Control) Act (II of 1965), section 20 — Revisional 
powersof theDistrict Judge — Court empowered to callforand examine the records 
to find out legality etc. of theorder — Court if could consider whether finding on evi- 
dence was proper — Code of Civil Procedure (V of 1908), section 115 
Labour Law — Closure of part of business of the company — Closure genuine and real 
to effect economy and secure quality — Discharge of workmen on payment of 
retrenchment compensation — Tribunal, if could ask the company to reinstate 
the workmen . . 

Labour Law — Closure of business of the company genuine and real — Stoppage of 
part of a business (closure of S depots by the Company),if could beinterferred with 
by an Industrial Tribunal — Closure entirely in the discretion of the company . . 
Labour Law — Individual dispute — Expousal by an outside union before the date of 
reference — ^Repnesentative character — Claim of 25 per cent, of the Workmen of 
the cstabli shment i f could give the union a representative character 

Limitation Act (XXXS'I of 1963), section 137 and third division of the Schedule 

Interpretation— £/usd'm ffmrris — Meaning of the word" other”— Othcrarticics in 
in thethirddirisionhas reference to applications under Civil Procedure Code with 
the exception of applications under the Arbitration Act and also under the Cri- 
minal Procedure Code — Applications to be to Courts to be gotcmcd by the 
Articles in the third distsion and not to Industrial Tribunal or Lalxtur Court 
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P™d«h General Sales Tax Act (H of 1959), section 18 (5) and rule 33 of the 
of Rules 33 not mandatory— Notice, notgivang a clear^period 
onfdays to Ao^rause-:No suggestion of prejudice on account ofinsuflSciency 

nvpmment Servants (Temporary and Quasi-Permanent Service) 
Madhya ra es Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14,16, 311 and 320 

nUrl-SSy Government serv-ant (Civil Judge)-Tenmnatiqn of ^nnces 
Vnltdhv Of-^^ether violative of Articles 14 and 16 of Constitution oflndia-- 
TT J without consulting State Public Service Commission unucr Article 

T70 f 3 Ucl— Effect of— Order not by way of punishment— Article 31 1 not attracted 
MadSa Pradesh Money Lendem Act (Xin of 1934), section 9-Prohibits av^arding 

^^ibtprest exceeding the principal of loan -- -- •• 

UhvfpraLh Municipal Corporation Act (XXm of 1956) ^ctiqn 430P)-Scope 
Madhya Prad^hi confir^tion of the bye-laws made byMumcipal Committre 

f^^^^sSion and regulation of slaughter-House if infringe fundamental right 

Article 19 (1) (g) of the Consunition .. j. 

undM Article (LXXIV of 1956), 

Madras General Sak^^^^l 3-A— Customs ‘‘frontier” in sec- 

section 5 (2) ^ be construed to mean “customs barriers”— Must 

tion 5 notificationissued under section 3-A of the Act 

be of the President of India, dated 22nd March, 1956 . . 
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Saint,if could be ^ain^ Orissa Land Reforms (Amendment) Act 
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Prsvsniive Datandon. Act (IV of I950}_, section 3 — Scope — ^Detecn and his assodates 
ciing deadly weapons, acid balbs.ironrcds, lathis etc .indiscriminately and thus 
en'dangering human Lives i n the locality — Detenu and his assodates also pre vend ng 
the police constables from discharging their lawful dudes — Grounds of detention 
i f have reference merely to maintenance of order. 

Probadoner — ^Period of probadon fixed — Sdpuladon, liable to be terminated during 
the period — If contra'vendon of standing order — Finding of the Labour Court, 
‘colourable eserdse of the potver’ — Terminadon without hearing the probadoner 
— \'alidi:y 

Public Employment (Fvecuirement as to Residence} Act (XLIV of 1957}. section 3 and 
Andhra Pradesh Public Employment (Requirement as to Residence} Rules (1959/, 
rule 3 — Validiti’ of 

Punjab Pre-empdon .A.ct (I of 1913} . as amended by the Punjab Pre-empdon .Amend- 
ment Act. 1950 and by Punjab .Act (XUI of 1964;, secdon 15 (2} — ^Interpretation 
— “ In the son or daughrer of such female." meaning of — ^Right of pre-emption, if 
WQuId^estinthesonordaughter of the husband from another wife — Retroactive 
intendon, if could be attributed to the Legislature 

Punjab Security of Land Tenures .A.ct. 1953 (.Punjab Act X of 1953), sections IS (1), 
IS (2, and 2- and section S-t of the Tenancv- Act (X\T of ISS7; (.Punjab; — iScope 
— Tenant enabled to purchase from the landowner the land held by him. but not 
included in the reserved area or selected area of the owner — .Assistant Collector 
authorised to determine the value of the land, but he should decide first whether 
the land was included In the reserved or selected area — Financial Commissioner, 
if could go into the question whether the Assistant Collector had rightly assumed 
jurisdiction 

Railwaj’ Servant's Conductand Disciplinary Rules. R. 1713 — Scope of — Xo particular 
form or manner in which the disciplinary auriiority should record findings laid 

CQVV •• •• •• 

Reference — Judgment of Supreme Court or High Court — Duty of Tribunal to pass 
ordersin conformity with the judgment 

Representation of People Act (XL HI of 1931) , sections 16, 30 and 62 (2) and Part HI — 
Scope — Election petition — ^Electoral roll challenge of— Voter if incurs disquali- 
fication fay becoming a Government servant by the time the polling took place. . 

Represeatarion of the People Act (XLIII of 1931), section 23 (3) — Amendment of the 
electoral roll after the last date for making the nomination was over — Validity . . 

Reprascntadon of the People Act (XLIII of 1951), section 62 (I) — Scope 
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Bihar School Exmination Board v. 

Snhhas Chandra Sinha. 
C.A. No. 2620 of 1969. 


[s.c. N. c. 63.] 

AT. HidayatiiUah, C. J., 

A. N. Ray and 
1. D. Diia, JJ. 

25-2-1970. 

Bihar Schools Examinations Board Act, sections 6 (^2) and 9 (3) — Cancellation 
of examination on the ground that unfair means were practised at the examination on 
a scale — Chairman of Bihar Schools Examinations Board if has powers — 

Examinees if entitled to hearing before cancellation — ^Principles of natural justice. 

Under section 6 (2) of the Bihar Schools Examinations Board Act, the Board 
considers, moderates, determines and publishes the result of examinations. It also 
admits candidates to examinations, disqualifies them for any reason which it 
considers to be adequate. Under section 9 (3) of the Act in an emergency the power 
of the Chairman of the Board are co-terminus with those of the Board and he can 
take action himself and later report it to the Board. In this case action was taken 
by the Chairman and he reported it to the Board which fully endorsed it. There- 
fore, the cancellation of the examinations cannot be challenged on the ground that 
it was incompetently made. 

It was not necessary for the Board to give an opportunity to the candidates if 
the examinations as a whole were being cancelled. The Board had not charged any 
one with unfair means so that he could claim to defend himself. The examination 
was •vitiated by adoption of unfair means on a mass scale. In these circumstances it 
would be wrong to insist that the Board should hold a detailed inquiry into the matter 
and examine each indi-vidnal case to satisfy itself which of the candidates had not 
adopted unfair means. 

The essence of the examinations is that the worth of every person is appraised 
without any assistance from an outside source. If at a centre the whole body of 
students receive assistance and manage to secure success in the neighbourhood of 100 
per cent when others at other centres are successful only at an average of 50 per 
cent, it is obvious that the university or the Board must do something in the matter. 
It cannot hold a detailed quasi-judicial inquiry with a right to its alumni to plead and 
lead evidence, etc. before the results are with-held or the examinations are cancelled. 
If there is sufficient material on which it can be demonstrated that the university was 
right in its conclusion that the examinations ought to be cancelled then academic 
standards require that the university’s appreciation of the problem must be respected. 
It would not do for the Court to say that you should have examined all the candidates 
or even their representatives with a view to ascertaining whether they had received 
assistance or not. To do this would encourage indiscipline if not also peijury. 


V.K. 

[s.c. N.c. 64.] 

J. C. Shah, J. 

K. S. Hcgde and 
A. N. Grover, JJ. 

26-2-1970. 


Appeal allowed. 


Mathura Prasad Bajoo Jaisvral v. 
Dissibai N. B. Jeejeebhoy. 
C.A. Nos. 1061 and 1627-1629 of 1966. 


Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 11 — ^Decision on pure question of law 
or a question relating to jurisdiction of Court— If can operate as res judicata in subse- 
quent proceedings. 

A decision on an issue of law will operate as res judicata in a subsequent procee- 
ding between the same parties. If the cause of action of the subsequent proceeding be 
the same as in the previous proceeding, but not when the cause of action is difie^t 
nor when the law has since the earlier decision been altered by a competent autho- 
rity, nor when the decision relates to the jurisdiction of the Court to tiy the earlier 
proceeding, nor when the earlier decision declared vah'd a transaction which is 
prohibited fay law. 

S— iJ RG 
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A question relating to the jurisdiction of a Court cannot be deemed to have been 
finally determined by an erroneous decision of the Court. If by an erroneous in- 
teipretation of the statute the Court holds that it has no jurisdiction, the question 
would not, in operate as res judicata. Similarly by an erroneous decision if the Court 
assumes jurisdiction which it does not possess under the statute, the question caimot 
operate as res jvdicata between the same parties, whether the cause of action in the 
subsequent litigation is the same or otherwise. 

ThiK, where the decision is on a question of law, i.e., the inteipretation of a 
statute, it will be res judicata in a subsequent proceeding between the same parties 
where the cause of action is the same, for the expression “ the matter in issue ” in 
^ction 11 of the Code of Civil Procedure, means the right litigated behveen the parties, 
i.e., the facts on which the right is claimed or denied and the law appficable to the 
determination of that issue. Where, however, the question is one purely of law, 
and relates to the jurisdiction of the Court or a decision of the Court sanctiom'ng 
soraething which is illegal, by resort to the rule of res judicata a party affected by the 
decision will not be precluded from chafienging the vaUdity of that order under the 
rule of res judicata, for a rule of procedure cannot supersede the law of the land. 

Conflict in case law discussed. 


V.K. Appeals allowed. 


[s.c. N.c. 65] 

J. C. SItah, 

K. S. JSegde and 
K. N. Grover, JJ. 

27-2-1970. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 226 — Exercise of extraordinary jurisdiction 
nnder — When may properly be declined. 

Evidence Act (I of 1872), section 115 — ^Estoppel — ^Public body like a municipality 
making a representation that something will be done in future — Such representation 
acted upon by another — ^Public body if can be compelled to perform its obligation. 

The High Court may, in exercise of its discretion, decline to exercise its extra- 
ordinary jurisdiction under Article 226 of the Constitution. But the discretion is 
judicial: if the petition makes a claim which is frivolous, vexatious, or prima facie 
unjust, or may not appropriately be tried in a petition invoking extraordinary jurisdic- 
tion, the Court may decline to entertain the petition. But a party claiming to 
aggrieved by the action of a public body or authority on the plea that the action is 
unlawful, high-handed, arbitrary or unjust is entitled to a hearing of its petition on 
the merits. 

Merely because a question of fact is raised, the High Court will not be justified 
in requiring the party to seek relief by the somctvhat lengthy, dilatory' and cxpcnsis’c 
process of a civil suit against a public body, when the question of fact raised by the 
petition are elementary. 

There is Undoubtedly a clear distinction between a rcprcscnh<tion of an existing 
fact and a representation that something will be done in the future. The former may, 
if it amounts to a representation as to some fact alleged at the time to be actually 
in existence, raise an estoppel, if another person alters his position relying upon that 
representation. A representation that a something will be done in the future ntiv 
result in a contract if another person to whom it is addressed acts upon it. A 
representation that something will be done in future is not a representation that 
it is tme when made. But between a representation of a fact which is untrue and a 
representatien, express or implied, to do soracth'ng in future, there is no clear anti- 
thesis. A representation that something will be done in future may involve an c.tisting 


Century Spinning & Manufacfnrlng Company Ltd. v. 

The Ulhasnagar Mnm’cipal Council. 
C.A. Nos. 2130 and 2131 of 1969. 
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intention to act in future in the manner represented. If the representation is acted 
upon by another person, it may, unless the statute governing the person making the 
representation provides otherwise, result in an agreement enfoiceable at law; if 
the statute requires that the agreement shall be in a certain form, no contract may 
result from the representation and acting therecn, but the law is not powerless to 
raise ir. appropriate cases an equity against him to compel performance of the obli- 
gation arising out of his representation. 

Public bodies are as much bound as private individuals to carry out representa- 
tions of facts and promises made by them, relying on which other persons have altered 
their position to their prejudice. 

If our nascent democracy is to thrive, different standards of conduct for the 
people and the public bodies cannot ordinarily be permitted. A public body is, 
not exempt from L'ability to carryout its obligations arising out of representations 
made by it relying upon which a citizen has altered arc his position to his prejudice. 

V.K. Main appeal allowed. 


[s.c. N.c. 66.] 

/. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hegde and The Nagar Rice and FIoDr Mills v. 

A. N. Grover, JJ. N. Teekappa Gowda & Bros. 

27-2-1970. C.A. No. 2228 of 1969. 

Rice Milling Industry (Regnlationj Act (XXI of 1958), sections 5 (4) and 8 (3) ^c) 
— Contravention of section 8 (3) (c) — ^Effect — ^Issne of sanction for change of location 
of an existing rice mill —Sanctioning authority if bormd to take into account matters 
specified rmder section 5 (4). 

Section 8 (3) (o' is merely regulatcry, if it is not comph'ed with, the appellants 
(owners of the ofendieg rice mill) may probably be exposed to a penalty, but a com- 
petitor in the business caimot seek to prevent the appellants from exercising their 
right to carry' on business because of the default, nor can the rice mill of the appellants 
be regarded as a new rice mill. Competition in the trade or business may be subject 
to such restrictions as are permissible and are imposed by the State by a law enacted 
in the interests of the general public under Article 19 (6) of the Constitution, but a 
person carmot claim independently of such restriction that another person shall not 
carry on business or trade so as to affect his trade or business adversely. 

The considerations which are prescribed by sub-section (4) of section 5 only apply 
to the grant of a permit in respect of a new rice m'U or a defunct rice mill. They have 
no applicat'on in considering the shifting of the location of an existing rice mill. 
In respect of a new or defunct rice mill a permit and licence are both required : in 
respect of an existing rice mill only a licence in required. The conditions prescribed 
by sub-section (4) of section 5 only apply to the grant of a permit and not to a licence. 
By section S (3) (c) it is made one of the conditions of the licence that the location of 
the rice mill shall not be sh'fted vrithout the previous nermission of the Central 
Govemmenb It is true that the appropriate authority clothed with the power must 
consider the expediency of permitting a change of location. But there is no statutory' 
obligation imposed upon him to take imo consideration the matters prescribed by 
sub-section (4) of section 5 in granting the permission to change the location. 

V. K- Appeal allowed. 


42 


A. P. State Road Transport Corporation v. 

K. Venkataramireddy. 

C A. Nos. 1188 and 1189 of 1968. 


[s.c. N.c. 67.] 

J. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hegde and 
A. N. Grover, JJ. 

27-2-1970. w..*. 

Motor VeMcles Act (TV of 1939), section 62— Application under-Proper form. 

. „ can b“ granted only if the permit is required for the pur- 

poses^?“"asons"^;ntion pu"r“ 

It b ISS?or! kS toKbmitsed fn «.™/by the Regional Trant- 

port Authority. Appeals dismissed. 

V.K. 



•J 


6C9 


R.C. CXKJPER V. UNION OF INDIA {Shah, J.). 

sory acquisition. That \'ie\\- was repeated by this Court in Bombay Dyeing and Manu- 
fachinng Co., Ltd. v. Stale of Bombay^, and Ranojirao Shinde’scase-. We do not propose 
to express our opinion on the question whether in adopting the method of deter- 
mination of compensation, byaggregating the value of assets wliich constitute the 
under taking, the rule that cash and choses in action are incapable of compulsory- 
acquisition may be applied. 

Under item {e) the value of any land or buildings is one of the assets. The first 
Explanation pro\’ides that for the purpose of this clause (clause (c))“value ” shall be 
deemed to be the market value of the land or buildings, but \vhere such market 
value exceeds the “ ascertained value ” determined in Ae manner speciSed in 
Explanation 2, the value shall be deemed to mean such “ ascertained value. ” 
The value of the land and buildings is therefore the market value or the “ascertain- 
ed value ” whichever is less. -\3ndGT Explanation 2 , clause (r) “ascertained value” 
in respect of buildings which are wholly occupied on the date of the commencement 
of the Act is twelve times the amount of the annual rent or the rent for which the 
building may reasonably be expected to be let from year to year reduced by 
certain specified items. This provision, in our judgment, does not lay down a 
relevant principle of valuation of buildings. In the first place, making a provision 
for pavnnent of capitalised annual rental at twelve times the amount of rent cannot 
reasonably be regarded as pav-ment of compensation having regard to the conditions 
prevailing in the money market. Gapitahzation of annual rental vsiiich is generally 
based on controlled rent under some State Acts at rates pegged down to the rates 
prevailing in 1940 and on the footing that investment in buildings fields per 
cent, return furnishes a wholly mislea^ng result which cannot be called compensat- 
tion. Value of immovable property has spiralled diuing the last few years and the 
rental which h mostly controlled does not bear any reasonable rdation to the 
economic return from propertv-. If the bmlding is partly occupied by the Bank itsdf 
and partly by a tenant, the ascertained vdue will be twelve times the annual rental 
received, and the rent for which the remaining part occupied by the Bank may 
reasonably be expected to be let out. By the Act the corresponding new banks take 
over vacant possession of the lands and buildings belonging to Ae named banks. 
There is in the present conditions considerable value attached to vacant buisiness 
premises in urban areas. True compensation for vacant premises can be ascerta- 
tained by finding out the market value of comparable premises at or about the time 
of the vesting of the undertaking and not by capitalising the rental — actual or 
estimated. Vacant premises have a considerably larger value than business 
premises wliich are occupied by tenants. Tne Act instead of taking into account the 
value of the premises as vacant premises adopted a method which cannot be regarded 
as relevant. Prima facie, this would not give any reliable basis for determining the 
•comp)cnsation for the land and buildings. 

Again in determining the compensation under clause (r), the annual rent is 
reduced by several outgoings and the balance is capitalized. The first item of 
<lcducdon is one-sixth of the amount thereof on account of maintenance and repairs. 
AVhether the building is old or new, whether it requires or docs not require mainten- 
ance or repairs i6| per cent, of the total amount of rent is liable to be deducted 
tovs-ards maintenance and repairs. The vice ofitcms(D) and {vi) of clause {i)oi Explana- 
Jicn 2 is that they provide for deduction of a capital charge out of tlie annual rental 
which according to no rational sv-stem of valuing property by capitali^tion of the 
rental method is admissible. Under item (r) ivhcrc tlie building is subject to a 
mortgage or other capital charge, the amount of interest on such mortgage or charge 
and under item (ri) where the building has been acquired, constructed, repaired' 
renewed or rc-constructed witli borrowed capital, the amount of any interest pava- 
blc on such capital, arc liable to be deducted from tlie annual rental for detennimne 
the ascertained value. These encumbrances arc also liable to Ijc deducted under the 
I'.ead “ liabilities A simple illustration may stifncc to pinpoint the inequitv of 


1. C195S) S.e.R. 1122 : (195S) S.CJ. 620. 
s c J— 77 


2. (196S;. 2 S.CJ. 760. 
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the method. In respect of a building owned by a bank of the value of Rs. lo lakhs 
and mortgaged for say Rs, 7,50,000 interest at the rate of 8 per cent, (which mav be 
regarded as the current commercial rate) would amount to Rs. 60,000. The Kti- 
mated annual rentel ‘vvliich *vvouId ordinarily not exceed Rs. 60jOOo has under clause 
(c) to be reduced in the first nptance by other outgoing. The assets would show a 
imnus figure ^ v^ue of the building, and on the liabilities side the entire amount 
of mortage liabilit}' trould be debited. The method provided by the Act permits the 
annual interest on Ae amount of the encumbrance to be deducted before capitaliza- 
faon, and the capitahzed v^ue is again reduced by the amount of the encumbrance. 
In eSect, a single debt is, in determining the compensation debited twice, first, in 
computing the value of assets, and again, in computing the liabilities, 

IVe are unable to accept the argument raised by the Attornej'- General that 
under the head “ liabilities ” in Part II only those mortgages or capital charges 
in respect of which the amount has fallen due are liable tiTbe included on the liabili- 
ti^ side. Under the head “ liabilities ” the total amount of all outside liabilities 
existing at the commencement of the Act, and all contingent liabilities which the 
corresponding ness* bank may reasonably be expected to be required to meet out of 
its ouTi resources on or after the date of commencement of the Act-n-ill have to be 
included. When even contingent liabiiities are included in the total amount of 
all outside liabilities, a mortgage debt or capital charge must be taken into account 
in determining the liabilities by which the aggregate of the value of assets is to be 
reduced, even if the period of the mortgage or capital charge has not expired. The 
liability under a mortagage or capital charge exists whether the period stipulated 
under the deed creating the encumbrance has expired or not. 

Under clattse (2) of Explanation 2, it is presided that buildings which are partly 
occupied the valuation shall be made on the basis of the “.plinth area ” occupied 
and muldpljing it by the proportion which that area bears to the total plinth area 
of the buildings. The use of the expression “ plintli area ” appears to be unfortu- 
nate. ■\Vhat was interided is “ floor area ”. If the expression “ plinth area ” is 
understood to mean “ floor area ”, no fault may be found ^vith the principle undcr- 
Ijing clause (2) of Explanation 2. 

Under clause (3) of Explanation 2, 'ivhere there is open land which has no build- 
ing erected thereon, or which is not appurtenant to any building, the value is to be 
determined “ wtli reference to tlie prices at which sales or purchases of similar or 
comparable lands have been made during the period of three >-cars iiiuncdiatcly 
preening the date of the commencement of” the Act, INTtcrcas the value of the 
open land is to be the market value, the value of tlie land is-ith buildings to be taken 
into account is the value determined by the method of capitalization of annual rent 
or market s-alue -ivhichever is less. Th.c Explanation docs not tal:c into account 
ss’hether the construction on the land fully develops the land, and tlie rental is 
economic. . . 

■\Ve arc. tlierfore, unable to hold that item (s') specifics a relevant principle for 
determination of compensation for lands and buildii.gs. It is not disputed that the 
major Banks occupy their oum buildings in important towns, and investments in 
buildings constitute a part of the assets of the Barks svhich cannot be treated as 
nes'li'riblc. By providing a method of valuation of Ijuildings wliich is not relevant 
tlic amount dctcimincd cannot be regarded as compensation. 

We have already referred to item (/) under svhich a proportionate part of the 
premium paid is ILnbfe to be included in the assets but not the s'aluc for the unexpired 
period of t]:c leases. Item (h) prosadcs for die inclusion of the market or realizable 
value, as may be appropriate, of other assets appearing on the books of the bank, no 
value being allowed for capitalized expenses, such as share-selling commission, 
organizational expenses and brokerage, losses incurred and simibr other items. 

Mr. Palldiivala urged dial certain assets ssliich do not appear in the b<K)J3 of 
account still have substantial s-aluc, and dicj- arc omitted from consideration in 
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comprutirg the aggregate of the \'a]ue of assets. Counsel said that ev-er\' bank is 
perxoitted to have secret reserve and those secret reserves may not appear in the 
books of account of the banks. We are unable to accept that contention. A banking 
company is entitled to ^vithhoId from the balance-sheet its secret reserve, but there 
must be some account in respect of these secret reserves. The expression “ books 
of the Bank ” may not be equated wth the balance sheets or the books of account 
only. 

The expression “ liabildes ” exhtir.g at the commencement of “ the Act includes 
all debts due or to become due. Under the head “ liabilties ” contingent liabilties 
svhich the corresponding ne^v bank may reasonably be expected to be required to 
meet out of its ovra resources on or after the date of commencement of the Act are to 
be debited. The clause is badly drafted. The present value of the contingent 
liabilities at the date of the acquisition and not the total contir gent liabilties mav on 
any rational s>-stem of accounting be debited against the aggregate value of the assets. 
For instance, if a banking company is liable to pay to its employees gratuity, the 
present value of the liability' to pay gratuity at the date of the acquisiion made on 
actuarial calculation may ione be debited, and not the total face value of the 
liability. 

The Attorney-General cont^ded that even if the goodwill of a banking com- 
pany is of substantial value, and inclusion of the goodwill is not proidded far or the 
value of buildings and lands is not the piarket value, or that there is a departure from- 
recognized principles for deteimination of comper.sation, the deficiencies in the 
Act result merely in inadequate compensation within the meaning of Article 31 (2) 
of the Constitution and 'the Act caimot on that account be challenged as invalid. 
■^Vc are unable to agree uith that_ contention. The constitudon guarantees a right 
to compensation an equis’alent in money of the property compulsorily acquired.. 
That is the basic guarantee. The law must therefore provide compensation, and 
for determining compensation relevant pinciples must be specified, if the principles- 
arc not relevant the ultimate value determined is not compensation. 

The .Attorney-General also contended that if in consequence of the adoption 
of tlie method of valuation, an amount determined as compensation is not illusor-v, 
the Courts have no ^risdiction to question the validity of the la^v, unless tlie la\s- is 
expropriatory, for, in the ultimate analj-sis the grievance relates to the adequacy' 
of compensation. He contended that the exclusion of one of the elements in fixing 
the compensation, or applicatiori of a principle yvhich is not a recognized principle, 
results in inadequate price, and is not open to challenge, and relied in support up>on 
the obsen'ations made in P. Vajravelu Mudaliar’s case^, -which yve have already quoted 
in another context in relation to the challenge to the validity of die Land Acquisition 
(Aladras .Amendment) -Act, 1961, yvhich excluded in determining compensadon die 
potential value of the land. The Court held that exclusion of potcndal value 
amounted to gi^mg inadequate compeiuadon and yvas not a fraud on poyver. Tne 
principle of that case has no applicadon yvhen valuadon of an undertaking is 
sought to be made by breaking it up into several heads of assets, and important 
licads are excluded and others v^ued by die applicadon of irrelevant principles, 
or principles of yvhich the only claim for acceptance is their novelty. Tne Consdtu- 
tion guarantees that the expropriated oyvner must be given the value of Ids property 
r.f., yvhat may be regarded reasonably as compensation for loss of die property- 
and diat such compensation sliould not be illusory and not readied by die applica- 
tion of irrelevant principles. In our view, determination of compensadon to be 
paid for the acquisition of an undertaking as a unit after ayvarding compensation for 
some items yvhich go to make up die -undertaking and omitdng important items 
amounts to adopting an irrdevant principle in the determination of the y-aluc of the 
undertaking, and Coes not furnish -ompensadon to the expropriated otvner. 


1. (19M) 2 An.\V.R- {S.Ci 1T3: (193i) 2 I S.CJl. 614 at 631. 
.M LJ. (S C.) 173 : (1964) 2 S.CJ. 703.1965) 
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The Attorney-General contended that the total value of the undertaking of the 
named banks even calculated according to the method pro%'ided in Schedule II 
exceeded the total market value of the shares., and on that account there isjio ground 
for holding that the law providing Ibr compensation denies to the shareholders the 
guarantee of the right to compensation under Article 31 (2). But there is no e^f- 
dence on this part of the case. 

Compensation may be provided under a statute, othenvise than in the form of 
money ; it may be given as equivalent of money, e.g., a bond. But in judging Avhe- 
ther the law prondes for compensation, the money vjilue at the date of expropriation 
of what is given as compensation, must be considered. If the rate of interest com- 
pared vith the ruling commercial rate is low, it ■jdll reduce the present- value of 
the bond. The Constitution gurantees a right to compensation — an equivalent of 
the property expropriated and the right to compensation cannot be converted into a 
loan on terms -which do not fairly compare with the prevailing commercial terms. 
If the statute in pro\iding for compensation devises a scheme for pajment of com- 
pensation b}' giving it in the form of bonds, and the present value of what is deter- 
mined to be given is thereby substantially reduced, the statute impairs the guarantee 
of compensation. 

A scheme for pajment of compensation may take many forms. If the present 
vafoe of what is given reasonably approximates to ^s’hat is determined as com- 
pensation according to the principles provided by the statute, no fault may be found. 
But if the law’ seeks to convert the compensation determined into a forced loan, or 
to give compensation in the form of a bond of ^vhich the market value at the date of 
expropriation does not approximate the amount determined as compensation, the 
Court must consider whether what is given is in truth compensation which is inade- 
■quate, or that it is not compensation at all. Since we are of the sdeiv that the scheme 
in Schedule II of the Act suffers from the vice that it does not award compensation 
according to any recognized principles, we need not dilate upon this matter furtlicr. 
%Ve need only observ'e that by gi^•ing to the expropriated owner compensation in 
bonds of tlie face-value of the amount determined maturing after many j-ears and 
canying a certain rate of interest, the constitutional guarantee is not necessarily 
complied W’ith. If tire market value of the bonds is not approximately equal to the 
face-value, the expropriated o^mer may raise a grievance that the guarantee under 
Article 31 (2) is impaired. 

IVe are of the view’ that by the method adopted for valuation of the undertaking, 
important items of assets have been excluded, and principles some of which arc 
irrelevant and some not recognised are adopted. 'S\’hat is determined by the adoption 
of the method adopted in Schedule II does not award to the named banks compensa- 
tion for loss of their undertaking. The ultimate result substantially impairs the 
guarantee of compensation, and on that account the Act is liable to be struct down. 
rS*. Infiingemenl of the guaremlee of freedom of trade, commerce and intercourse under 
Article 301 — 

In the \-iew’ we have taken the provisions relating to determination and pay- 
ment of compensation for compulsory acquisition of the undertaking of the n.-uncd 
banks impair the guarantee under Artidc 31 {2) of the Constitution, we do not 
deem it necessary- to decide whether Act XXII of 1969 violates the guarantee of 
freedom of trade,* commerce and intcrcoumc in respect of the ft) agency business; 

(2) business of guarantee and indemnity carried on by the named banks. 

V. Validity of Ike reslrospcctive operation given to Act XXII of bj section i (o) and 
Jeclion 27 — 

The argument raised by !Mr. Palkhivala tliat, even if the Act is rvithin the 
<x)mpctcncc of the Parliament and docs not impair the fundamental rights under 
Articles 14, 19 (i) if) and (5) and 31 (2) in their prosp^dve operadon, section 
1 (2) and section 27 (2), (3) and (4) which give retrospective operation as from jgih 
July, 19G9, arc invalid, need not also be considered. 
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Xor does the argument about the validitj* of sub-sections (i) and (2) of section 1 1 
and section 26 of the Act srundve for consideration. 

Accordingly ^ve hold that — 

{d) the Act is within the legislative competence of the Parliament ; but 

' (b) it makts hostile discrimination r^ainst the named banks in that it prohibits 
the named banks from carrying on banking business, whereas other Banks— Indian 
and Foreign — are permitted to carry" on banking business, and even new Banks 
may be formed wHch may engage in banking business ; 

(c) ' it in realitv restricts the named banks from carrying on business other 
tlian banking as defined in section 5 (b) of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 > 

(d) that the Act v'olates the guarantee of compensation under Article 31 (2) 
in that in provides for ghfing certain amounts determined according to principles 
which are not relevant in the determination of compensation of the undertaking of 
tire named banks and by the method prescribed the amounts so declared cannot be 
regarded as compensation. 

Section 4 of the Act is a kingpin in the mechanism of the Act. Sections 4, 5 
and 6 read rrith Schedule II provide for the statutory transfer and vesting of the 
undertaking of the named banks in the corresponding new banks and prescribe the 
method of determining compensation for expropriation of the undertaking. Those 
pro\isions are, in our judgment, void as they impair the fundamental guarantee 
under Article 31 (2). Sections 4, 5 and 6 and Schedule II are not severable from the 
rest of the Act. The Act must, in its entirety, be declared void. 

Petitions Nos. 300 and 298 of 1969 are therefore allowed, and it is declared that 
tlie Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertaking) Act XXII of 
1969 is inv^d and the action taken on deemed to be taken in exercise of the po^v•ers 
imdcr the Act is declared unauthorised. Petition No. 222 of 1969 is dismissed. 
There uill be no order as to costs in these three petitions. 

Ray, j . — ^There are 89 commercial banks operating in India. Of these 89 
banks 73 are Scheduled and 16 arc non-Scheduled banks. The 73 Scheduled 
banks comprise State Banks rvith 7 subsidiaries a^egatirg 8, 15 foreign banks, 14 
banks v.-hich are the subject-matter of the Banking Companies (Acquisition and 
Transfer of Undertakings) Ordinance (VIII of 1969) (hereinafter referred to for the 
sake of bresaty as the 1969 Ordinance) and the Banking Companies (Acquisition 
and Transfer of Undertakings) Act (XXII of 1969) (hereinafter referred to for the 
sake of brevity as the 1969 Act) and 36 banks which are outside the scope of the 
1969 Act. The State Banks have 27 per cent, of the aggregate deposit of all com- 
mercial banks and 32 per cent, of the credit of all commercial banks. The State 
Bank and its 7 subsidiaries have Rs. 1,239 crorcs including current account in the 
total deposit and the total credit of the State Bank and its subsidiaries in Rs. 1,186 
crorcs. The 14 Scheduled Banks each of which has over Rs. 500 crores of deposit 
which are the subject-matter of the 1969 Ordinance and the 1969 Act 0 icrcinafter 
referred to for the sake of brevity as the 14 banks) and have Rs.2,632 crorcs of deposit 
and tlic credit amounts to Rs. 1,829 crorcs. Inotlier words, these 14 banks have 56 
per cent of the total deposit and little over 50 per cent, of the total credit of the com- 
mercial banks. The 36 scheduled banks which arc outside the 1969 Ordinance and 
the 1969 Act have Rs.296 crorcs of deposit, viz; 6.3 per cent, of the aggregate deposit 
and tlic credit in Rs. 197 crores, or in other words, 4.5 per cent, of the total credit of 
the commercial banks. The 15 foreign banks have to per cent, of the credit and 10 
per cent, of the deposit. These foreign banks have Rs. 478 cores of deposit and the 
credit is Rs. 385 crorcs. The 16 non-scltedulcd banks have Rs. 28 crorcs of deposit 
and the credit is about Rs. 16 crorcs. The non-schcduled banks have less than ipcr 
cent, of tire total credit and of the deposit. The aggregate deposits of tlte State Bank 
ofindia and its 7 subsidiaries and oftlie 14 banks is 82.8 per cent. (26.5 pcrccnt.-h56.3 
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3^r cent^ of the total deposits of 8g commercial banks and the aggresate credit of 
the said banks is 83.4 per cent. (32,8 per cent.-f 50.6 per cent.) of the total credit 
ol the 89 commercial banks. 

Of the 89 commercial banks the State Banks have 2,4^ branches, namely, 3*^ 
per cent, of the branch offices. The 15 foreign banks have 138 branch offices includ- 
ing branches. The 36 scheduled banks -vvluch are outside the loBg Ordinance and 
the 1969 Act have 1,324 offices. The 16 non-^cheduled banks have 216 office;. 
The 14 banks have 4,1 30 offices which represent about little over 50 per cent, of the 
offices. The aggregate of the number of offices of the State Bank and its 7 subsi- 
diaries and the 14 banks is 6,584 being 79.8 per cent, of the total number of branch 
offices of the 89 co mm ercial banks. 

On 19th July, 1969 Ordinance VTII of 1969 called the Banking Companies 
(Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Ordinance, 1969 uns promulgated by 
die "k^ce-President acting as President. It sras an Ordinance to proride for the ‘ 
acquisition and transfer of the undertakings of certain banking companies in order 
to serve better the needs of development of the economy in conformitj' srith national 
policj' and olgectives and for matters connected thereirith or incidental thereto. 
The Ordinance came into force on igtk July, igSg, ’The Ordinance ohs repealed 
on gth August, 1969, by the Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Under- 
takings) Act, 1969 sehich came into force on 9th August, 1969. The olycct of the 
Act -was similar to that of the Ordinance. There are some differences betiseen the 
Ordinance and the Act but it is not necessary for the purpose of the present matter 
to refer to the same. 

Broadly stated, as a result of the 1969 Act the undertaking of every existing bank 
was transferred to and vested in the corresponding nes\‘ bank on the commencement 
of the Act. The existing banks mean the r4 banks. The corresponding nov banks 
mean the banks mentioned in the First Schedule to the 1969 Act in which is_ vested 
the undertakings of-the existing banks. Section 5 of the 1969 Act deals irith the 
effect of vesting. First, the undertaking shall be deemed to include all assets, 
rights, poivers, authorities and prisileges and all properrv’, movable or immovable, 
cash balances, resen'e funds, investments and all other rights and interests arising 
out of such propertj' as were immediately before the commencement of the Act in 
the oisTiership ,pK)S5ession. rower or control of the ex-isting banks in relation to the 
undertaking, whether iriffiin or irithout India, and all bwks of accounts, registers, 
records and all other documents of whatever nature relating thereto. Secondly, the 
rmdertaking sliall also be deemed to include all borrowngs, liabilities (including 
contingent liabilities) and obligations ofishateycr kind then subsisting of the existing 
bank in relation to lire undetaSng. Thirdly, if according to the laws of any country’ 
outside India, the provisions of the igGg Act by themselves are not effetive to transfer 
or vest any asset or liability situated in that country ^\•hich forms part of the under- 
taking of an existing bank to, or in, the corresponffing new bank, the affairs of the 
existing bank in relation to such assets or liability shall, on and from the commence- 
ment of tills Act, stand entrusted to the chief executive officer for tlic time bring of 
the corresponding new bank who isill take all steps as required by the Iai\s of the 
Foreign Country for tiie puiposc of affecting such transfer or vesting. Fourthly, all 
contracts, deeds, bonds, agreements, powers of attorney, grants of legal representa- 
tion and other instruments oftvhatever nature, subsisting or having effect immedia- 
tely before the commencement of the 1969 Act and to v.-fudi the existing bank is a 
party and wliich are in favour of tlie existing bank shall be of as foil force and cficct 
against or in favour of the corresponding new bank and may be enforced or acted 
upon as folly and effectually as if in the place of the existing ban!: tlic corresponding 
nciv bank had been a party thereto or as if they had been issii^ in favour of the corres- 
ponding new bank. Fifdily, there arc provisions that suits, appeals, or other pro- 
ceedings pending by or against the existing liank be continued, prosecuted and 
enforced by or against the corresponding nciv baiffi. 
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Section 6 of the 1969 Act provides for payment of compensation and the second 
Schedule to the Act sets out the principles of determination of compensation by 
excluding liabilities from assets. Section 1 1 of the Act enacts that the corresponding 
nevv bank shall be guided by such directions in regard to matters of policy invoKdng 
public interest as the Central Government may, after consultation with the Governor 
of the Reserve Bank, give, and if any question arises whether a direction relates to a 
matter of policy- involving public interest, it shall be referred to the Central Govern- 
ment and the decision of the Central Go^'emment thereon shall be final. Section 12 
provides for appointment of an Ad^nsory' Board to advdse the custodain of the corres- 
ponding new bank. The ctistodian is the chief executive officer of the correspond- 
ing new bank. The Chairman of the existing bank holding office before the com- 
mencement of the Act becomes a custodian of the corresponding ne^v bank. The 
custodian is to hold oflSce during the pleasure of the Central Government. Section 
1 3 of the Act provides po'jver of the Central Government to make scheme. Section 1 5 
is an important provision in the Act. Under that section a Chairman, managing 
or whole-time director of an existing bank shall, on the commencement of the Act, 
be deemed to have vacated office and every other director of such bank shaiU, until 
■directors are duly elected by such existing bank, be deemed to continue to hold such 
office. The said Board may transact all or any of the various kinds of buisness 
mentioned in section 15. The other provision in section 15 is that the existing bank 
may carry' on any business other than banking. 

The Act of 1969 by reason of section i (2) thereof is deemed to hav'e come into 
force on 19th July, 1969. Section 27 of the Act contains four sub-sections providing 
for the repeal of the Ordinance and enacting first, that notwithstanding the repeal 
of the Ordinance, anything done or any action t^ng including any' order made, 
notification issued or direction given, underthe said Ordinance shall be deemed to 
have been done, taken, made, issued or given, as the case may' be, tmder the corres- 
ponding protisions of this Act ; secondly, that no action or thing done under the 
said Ordinance shall, if ft is inconsistent with the provisions of this Act, be of any 
force or effect and thirdly notwithstanding anything contained in the Ordinance no 
right, pri\ilege, obligation or liability shall be deemed to have been acquired, accrued 
-or incurred thereunder. 

The petitioner Rustom Cavasjee Cooper is a shareholder of the Central Bank 
•of India Ltd., and of 3 other existing banks and has current and fixed deposit accounts 
■\\ith these banks and is also a director of the Central Bank of India. The peutioner 
has challenged the validity of the 1969 Ordinance and the 1969' Act and has contend- 
ed that his fundamental rights under Articles 14, 19 and 31 have been infringed by' 
these measures. - y ^ 

!Mr. Palkhivala, counsel for the petitioner Contended that the .•\ct of 1969 svas 
effective only from 9th .-August, 1969 and could not have any effect on or from 19th 
July, 1969 until gth Augtist, 1969 because there could not be any restrospcctive effect 
given to any piece of legisladon which affected the fundamental right to property. 
It was said that the t-alidation would bct ffcctivcas from the date when the- latv w^ 
actnally passed and any retrospective effect would offend Artile 31 (2} of the Consti- 
tution. It •v\-as said that acquisition under Article 31 (2) could only be by authority 
of la-w and authority of law could only mean a law in force at the date of the taking. 
It was emphasised that the law must be in existence at the material time a.n"d 
there t-.-as no difference bcurccn a law under .Article 20 (i) and law in relation to 
Articles 31 (i) or .-\rticle 31 (2) of the Constitution. 

The .■\ttomcy-Gencral on the other hand contended tliat the \-aIidity of any 
law cither prospective or retrospective affecting all or any of the fundamental rights 
under .-\rticlc 19 has to be judged by the requirement laid down in .-Atcile ig and 
the \-a‘idi:y of a late cither prospccth-e or retrospective acquiring property hrs to be 
judged by the requirements laid down in .-Article 31 (2). 
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c/ retrospective legislations in the cases of M/r. ll esl Rcvmad 

Ekc nc Dtslnbatwn Company Ltd. v. Stakof Madras^ and State of Mysore v. AcKah 
Chetty- In the case oi Mfs. West Ramnad Eleclirc Distribution Company Lid.\ this 
Cjonrthdd that there ■was difference between theprovisions contained in Article 20 (i) 
and Article 31 (2) of the Constirution. Article 20 (i) refers.to la'^\• in force at the time 
01 the comnussion of the act charged as an offence whereas Article 31 (2) docs not 
contain any such word of limitation as to law being in force at the time but speaks 
only of authority of a law. This vital distinction bet'ween Article 20 (i) and Article 
31 (2) is to be kept in the forefront in appreciating the soundness of the proposition 
that retrospective legislation as to acquisition of properts’’ does not delate Article 
31 (2). ' - • ’ 

In the case of M]s. West Ranviad Electric Distribution Company^, the 1954 Madras 
Act incorporated the main provisions of the earlier Madras Act of 1949 in validating 
actions taken under the earlier 1949 Act. The 1949 Act had been challenged in 
earlier proceedings when this Court held the 1949 Act to be ultra vires. Section 24 
of the 1954 Madras Act was intended to validate a notification of acquisition of 
undertaking issued on 2ist Septemer, 1951 under the 1949 Act by providing that 
orders made, decisions or directions given, notifications issued if ihey would have 
been validly made under the 1949 Act were declared to have been v-alidly made 
except the extent to which the order was repugnant to the provisions of the later 
1954 Act. In the Madras case it was contended that the notification under the 
1949 Act in the year 1951 was not supported by any authority or any pre-existing 
law beca'use there was no valid law. That contention was repelled by Gajendra- 
gadkar, J., who spoke for the Court “If the" .Act is retrospectiv'c in operation and 
section 24 has been enacted for the purpose of retrospectively validating actions 
taken under the provisions of the earlier Act, it must follow by the very retrospective 
operation of the relevant provisions that at the time when the impugned notification 
was issued, these prov'Isions were in existence. That is tlic plain and obvious effect 
of the retrospective operation of the statute. Therefore in considering whether 
Article 31 (i) has been complied with or not, vve mu^assumc that before the notifi- 
cation was issued, the relevant provisions of the Act were in existence and so, Article 
31 (i) must be held to have been complied with in that sense.” 

Article 20 (i) carmot fay its own terms have any retrospective operation wiicrcas 
Article 31 (2) can and that "is a vital distinction between the two Articles. TJuit is 
whv there cannot be a rctrospectfre legislation with regard to creation of an offence. 

If people at the time of the commission of an act did not know that it was an offence 
retrospective creation of a new offence in regard to such an act would put people to- 
new peril which was not in existence at the time of the commission of the act. 
Counsel for the petitioner contended that retrospective validation of acquisition fell 
within the mischief of tlic decision of Punjab Province v. Daalat Singh and others^y 
where the Judicial Committee dealing with section 5 of the Punjab Alienation Act 
wluch provided for the avoidance of benami transactions as therein specified which 
were entered into either before or after the commencement of the Act of 1936 
held tlrat the same was ultra vires the Provincial Legislature because it would operate 
as a prohibition to affect the past transactions. The retrospective clement however 
was severed in tliat case by the deletion of the words “ cither before or ” in the 
section and the rest of the prosvisions were left to operate prospectively and validly. 

Tlie ratio of the decision is that part transactions whicli liad been closed and title 
which had been acquired were sought tobcrc-opcncd or set aside and the same could 
not be within the legislative competence of section 298 of the Government of India 
Act, 1935 which conferred power to prohibit the sale or mortgage of transactions. 

The words ‘ prohibit sale or mortgage " in section 298 of the Covernment of India 
Act, 1935 were construed to mean prospective or future prohibition as the words 
used plainly refer to things or transactions in future. 

1. (1964)1 An.W.R.fS.C.) 126: (1964) I 2. (1969) 1 S.CJ.709 : A lA. 1969S.C.477- 

S.CJ. 484 : (1964) 1 M.LJ. (S.C.) 126 : (1963) 3. (1946) 73 LA. 59 : (1946) 1 M.L.J. 426- 

2 S.C.R. 747. 
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The decisions of this Court in Mfs. West Ramnad Electric Distribution Company'^, 
and State of Mysore v. Achiah Ghetty", are ample authorities for the proposition that 
there can be retrospective legislation affecting acquisition of property and such 
retrospective operation and validation of actions ^vith regard to acquisition does not 
offend Article 31 (2) of the Constitution. In State of Mysore and another v. ‘D. Achiah 
Ghetty^ etc.-, HidayatuUah, C.J., considered the Bp.ngalore Acquisition of Lands 
Act, 1962 which consisted of t%vo sections whereof the second ■was in relation to 
validation of certain acquisition of lands and orders connected thereivith. In 
short that section provided that all acquisitions, proceedings, notifications or 
orders were validly made, held or issued with the result that the Act validated all 
past actions notwithstanding any breach of City of Bangalore Improvement Act, 
1945* HidayatuUah, C.J., said: 

^\^lat the legislation has done is to make retrospectively a single law for the 
acquisition of these properties. The Legislature could aitvays have repealed 
retrospectively the Improvement Act rendering all acquisitions to be governed by 
the Mysore Land Acquisition Act alone. This potver of the Legislature is not 
denied. The resulting position after the Validating Act is not different. By 
the non-obstante clause the Improvement Act is put out of the way and • by the 
operative part the proceedings for acquisition arc -^vhoUy brought under the 
Mysore Land Acquisition Act to be continued only under that Act. The 
Validating Act removes altogether from consideration any implication arising 
from Chapter HI or section 52 of the Improvement Act in much the same ■^vay 
as if that Act had been passed.” 

The correct legal position on the authority of these decisions of this Court js that 
a legislation which ha.s retrospective effect affecting acquisition or requisition of 
property is not unconstitutional and is vaUd. The Act of 1969 which is retros- 
pective in operation does not \-io!ate Article 31 (2) because it spea^ of authority 
of a law u-ithout any words of limitation or restriction as to la%e being in force at 
the time. 

Counsel for the petitioner ne.xt contended that the expression ” authority of a 
law ” in Article 31 (2) -svould have the same meaning as the e.xpression “ aiithority 
of law” in Article 31 (i) and therefore a law acquiring property would have to- 
satisfy the tests required in Article ig (i) (/) of the Constitution. Both Articles 
31 (2) and ig (i) (/) relate to property. Both appear in Part III of the Consti- 
tution under fimdamental rights. The Attorney-General contended that Article 
31 (2) and 31 (2-A) constituted a self-contained code relating to acquisition and 
requisition of property, and once a property had been acquired by a law in compli- 
ance -^s-ith the requirements of Article 31 (2) there ■^vould not be any right left under 
Article ig (1) (/) and the validity of such a law of acquisition of property for public 
purpose could not be examined again by the rcquirc-ments of Article 19 (5) rvliich 
is a relaxation of Article 19 (i) {f). 

The two requirements of a la^^• relating to acquisition or requisition of property 
under Article 31 (2) arc: first, that the acquisition or requisition of property can 
be made only for a public purpose, and secondly, it can only be by authority of a 
law which proridcs for compensation. Article 31 (2-A) further enacts tliat where 
a law does not provide for the transfer of the omtership or right to possession of any 
property- to the State or to a corporation otvned, controlled by the State, it shall 
not be deemed to provide for the compulsorv- acquisition or requisitioning of pro- 
perty. 

The question for interpretation of Article 22 of the Constitution in the light of 
.Article ig came up for consideration in the case of A. K. Gopalan v. State of Madras^. 
Kania. C.J., Patanjali Sastri, Mahajan, Mukherjea and Das, JJ. e.xprcssed the 
opinion that Article 19 of the Constitution had no application to a law which related 
directly to preventive detention even though as a result of an order of detention. 


1. (19«) 1 S.CJ. 4S4. 

2. (1969) 1 S.C.J. 709. 

S C J~78 


3. (1950) S.CJ. 174 : (1950) 2 M.L.J. 42'r 
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the rights referred to in sub-clauses (a) to {e) and in general and sub-clause {d) 
in particular, of clause (i) of Article jg might be restricted or abridged. Fazl Ali, J. 
hoivever ei^ressed a contrary opinion. The consensus of opinion in Gopalan’s 
■case was that so far as substantive law was concerned. Article 22 of the Consti- 
tution gave a clear authority to the Legislature to take away fundamental rights 
^relating to arrest and detention svhich were secured by the first two clauses of that 
^wticle. Mukherjea, J., said about preventive detention in relation to right of 
areedom under Article 19 

• Any legislation on the subject would only have to conform to the requirements 
of clauses (4) to (7) and provided that is done, there is nothing in the language 
employed nor in the context in which it appears which affords any ground for 
suggestion that such law must be reasonable in its character and that it would 
be revieivable by the Court on that ground. Both Articles 19 and 22 occur in 
the. same Part of the Constitution and both of them purport to lay dotvn the 
fundamental rights which the Constitution guarantees. It is well settled that 
the Constitution must be interpreted in a broad and liberal manner giving effect 
to all its parts and the presumption would be that no conflict or repugnance was 
intended by its framers.” 

I shall now deal with some decisions of this Court as to 'whether a law acquir- 
mg property under Article 31 (2) %viU have to comply with Article 19 (i) (f) or 
in other words whether such law of acquisition of property for public purpose must 
also according to Article 19 (5) be a reasonable restriction on the right to hold pro- 
perty in the interests of the General public. There are decisions of this Court to 
the effect that acquisition of property under Article 31 (2) as it stood prior to amend- 
ment in 1955 is an instance of deprivation of property mentioned in Article 31 (i) 
and the two clauses of Article 31 are to be read together vith the result that 
Article 19 (i) (jf) has no application where a law amounts to acquisition or requi- 
sition of property for a public purpose under Article 31 (2). When Articlc st (2) 
was amende by the Constitution Fourth Amendment Act, 1955, the decisions of 
this Court on that Article held that Article 19 (i) (f) applies only to a deprivation 
of property under Article 31 (1) but not to a law of acqiusition of property for public 
purpose under Article 31 (2). I shall now refer to these decisions. 

In the case of Sfa/e of West Bengal v. Subodh Gopal Bose-, the majority 'vic^\• of tJiis 
■Court was that clauses (i) and (2) of Article 31 as these stood before the Constitu- 
tion Fourth Amendment Act, 1955 are not mutually exclusive in scope and coJitcnt 
but are to be read together and understood as dealing ivith the same subject, namely 
lie protection of the right to property by means of limitations on the power of the 
State and the deprivation contemplated in clause (i) was held to be no other than 
the acquisition or taking possession of the property referred to in clause (e). 

The view in Gopalatd s ease^, was again applied by this Court in State of Botnbay v. 
Bkanji A^snji and another ^, — also a pre-Amendment ease — ivhcrc it was contended that 
Article 31 (2) did not exclude the operation of Article 19 (i) (f) in relation to 
Bombay Land Acquisition Act, 1940. In dealing with the contention as to ivhcther 
the Bombay Act wa.s hit by Article ig (i) (/) on the ground of unreasonable restric- 
tion having been imposed on the right of the respondent to acquire, hold and dispose 
•of property Bose, J., said at page 780 of the Report: 

“ It is enough to say that Article 19 (i) (/) read with clause (5) postulates 

the cx-stcnce of property which can be enjoyed and over which rights c.an be 

e.\erciscd because othenvisc the reasonable restrictions contemplated by clause ( 5 ) 
could not be brought into play. If tlicrc is no property which can be acquired, 
held or disposed of, no restriction can be placed on the e-xcrcisc of the right to 
acquire, hold or dispose of it, and as clause (5) contemplates the placing of rc.wo- 
nable restrictions on the exercise of those rights it must follow that the Article 
postulates the existence of property over which these rights can be exercised.” 


1. (1950 S.CJ. 174 : (1950) 2 M.L.J 42; 
<1950) S.CR. 88 . 


2. (1954) S.CB. 587 : (1954) S CJ. 127. 

3. (1955) 1 S.CR. 777 : (1955) S.CJ. 10. 
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Bose, J.; thereafter said that \vhen. ever>' form of enjoyment of and interest in 
property is taken a^ray leaidng the mere husk of title Article rg (i) (f) is not 
attracted. 

The principle laid do%vn in Bhanji Mutiji’s case\ was considered in the case 
of Kavalappara Kottarathil Kockuni and others v. The Stale o_f Madras and others-. In 
that case a question arose whether the Madras Marumakkathayam (Removal of 
Doubts) Act, 1955 infidnged the provisions of the Constitution. The Act wzs 
passed after the Pri\y Council had declared the properties in possession of the Sthanee 
to be Sthanam properties in which the members of the Tarvvad had no interest. 
The Aladras Act, 1955 declared that; 

" notwithstanding any decision of Court, any sthanam under certain conditions 
mentioned in the section shall be deemed, to be and shall be deemed always to 
havebcena AlarumakkathayamTaiwad and the properties appertaining to such a 
sthanam shallbe d-eemedto be and shall be deemed ^ways to have been properties 
belonging to the Tarsvad.” 

Subba Rao, J. speaking for the majority victv on the question as to tvhether 
Article 31 (i) had to be read along with Article 19 (i) (/) said; 

“ that legislation in a welfare State could be achieved only tvithin the frame- 
tvork of the Constitution and that is -vvhy reasonable restrictions in the interest 
of the geneal public on the fundamental rights were recognised in Article 19.” 

In that context this Comt held that a law made depriving a citizen of his pro- 
perty shall be void, unless the law so made complied with the provisions of clause (5) 
■of Article 19 of the Constitution. At page 916 of the Report Subba Rao, J. said 
that the observations in Gopalan’s case^, would have no bearing on Article 31 (i) of 
the Constitution after clause (2) of Article 31 had been amended and clause (a-A) 
had been inserted in that Article by the Constitution Fourth Amendment Act, 
t 955 . Before the Constitution Fourth Amendment Act this Court held that clauses 
(i) and (2) of Article 31 were not mutually exclusive in scope and content but were 
to be read together, namely, that the words “ acquisition or taking possession ” 
referred to in clause (2) of Article 31 prior to the Amendment in 1955 were to 
be read as an instance of deprivation of property within the meaning of Article 31 (i) 
and therefore the same was not subject to Article 19. This is how’ the decision in 
Bhanji Mnnji's rvas explained by Subba Rao, J. in KochunVs case^, with the 
•observation that “the decision in Bhanji' Murtji’s case^^ no longer holds the field 
after the Constitution Fourth Amendment Act, 1955.” It may be stated here that 
Kochur.pj case”, decided after the amendment of Article 31 and that was emphasi- 

•sed by Subba Rao, J. to establish that Article 31 (i) which dealt with deprivation 
-of property other than by ^vay of acquisition by the State was to be a valid law or 
in compliance with limitations imposed in Article 19 (i) (f) and (5). 

The question whether Article rg (i) ( f) is to be read along with Article gr (i) 
again raised its headin the case of Sml. Silabali Devi and another v. Slate of West Bengal 
and cnotlyr*. Kochur.Ps caret, .^vas decided on 4th May, i960 and Sml. SitabatVs case*, 
■was decided on ist December, 1961 though it was reported much later in the Supreme 
Court Reports. In Smt. Silabairs case*, the question for consideration teas the validity 
of the ^Vest Bengal Land (Requisition and Acquisition) Act. 1948. Tlie Act 
provid^ for requisition r.nd also for acquisition of land by the State Government 
for maintaining supplies and services essential to the life of the communitv and for 
other purposes mentioned therein. The Act also provided for pasment of compen- 
sation tn respect cf requisition and acquisition. In Smt. Sitabatvs case*, it was con- 
tended that the .Act offended Article 19 (i) (/) ofthc Constitution as it put unreason- 
able restrictions on the right to hold property. The Hieh Court held that the Act 
providinc for acquisition of properly by the State could not be attacked for the reamn 
that it offended -Article 19 (r) (/) on the authoritv ofthc decision in Bhanji Mvrji V. 


1. (t9S jt I S.e.R. 777 : (1955) S.C.J. 10. 

2. (I960) 3 S.C.R. SS7 : (1961) 2S.CJ. 443- 


3. (1950) S.CJ. 174: (1950) 2 

4. (1967) 2 S.CJt. 949. 
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Stale ofBDmbBj\ The High Court further held that the decision in Kcckaxs ccs^:, 
did not hold that Article 31 (2) of the Constitution did not excluded the appli- 
cability of Article 19 (i) {f). Sarfcar. J. speaking for the Court said that the ffiah 
Court 'atas right on both these points. Sarkar. J. pointed out that KczharPs cce 7 ~. 
dealt A\ith Article 31 (i) and it -was not a case of acquisition or requisition of pro- 
perty by the State but ■s\-as concerned uith the law fay which dqsnsntion of pro- 
perty teas brought about in other ways and there Article ig of the Constitution had 
to be implied with. In Shd. SitahaiPs case% it was said that the observation in 
Kockau's case-, that Sharji Mhrjvs cascK ‘*no longer holds the field ” tsas to be 
understood as meaning that it no longer gotxrned the case of deprivation of pro- 
perty by means other than requisition and acquintion by the State. To my mind 
it appears that the view of this Court in KochniVs case-, and Sent. Si'ebetrs cerr® is 
that .Article 31 (2) after the Constitution Fourth Amendment Act, 1955 relates 
entirely to acquisition or requisition of property by the State and is tot^y distinct 
from the scope and content of .Article 31 (i) with the result that Article lo (1) {fj 
will not enter the area of acquisition or requisition of property by the State. 

This Court in the recent decision of Slate of Gajarai v. Sbartilcl Mcr.gcldes and 
olhersK again considered the applicability of Article 19 (i) {/) in relation to acquisi- 
tion or requisition of property imdcr the authority of a law mentioned in Article 31 
(2). The Bombay Town Planning Act of 1955 was challenged as unreasonable 
and a violation of Article 19 (i) (_/") and (5). Shah, J., speaking for the Court 
considered .Article 31 (2) as it stood after the Constitution Fourth Amendment 
.Act, 1955 and said ‘‘ clause (i) operates as a protection against deprivation of pro- 
perty' save by' authority of law which it is beyond question, must be a valid law, i.e.. 
it must be within the legislative competence of the State Legislature and must not 
infringe any other fundamental right. Clause {2) guarantees that property shall 
not be acquired or requisitioned [except in cases provided by clause (5) J save by 
authority of law providing for compulsory acquisition or requisition and further 
providing for compensation for the property $0 acquired or requisitioned and cither 
fixes the amount of compensation or specifies the principles on which, and the man- 
ner in which the compensation is to be determined or given.'' 

Thereafter Shah, J. speaking for the Court said in repelling the contention 
advanced that the impugned statute was unreasonable. 

*■ This Court hovs-ever held in SmtSilcBati Dev: v. State of West Bengal^, that a 
law made under clause (2) of Article 31 is not liable to be challenged on the ground 
that it imposes unreasonable restrictions upon the right to hold orjdispose of property 
within the meaning of .Article 19 (i) (.f) of the Cbnstitution. In Srzl. Silcbcii 
DevTs case% zn owner of laud whose property v\'as requisitioned under the A\cst 
Bengal Land (Requisition and .Acquisition) Act, 1948 questioned the validity of 
the .Act by a vmt petition filed in the High Court of Calcutta on the plea that it 
offended .Article 19 (1) (/) of the Constitution, This Court unanimously held iltat 
the validity of the Act relating to acquisition and requisition cannot be questioned 
on the ground that it offend^ -Article 19 (i) (/) and cannot be decided by the 
criterion under .Article 19 (3).” 

In my opinion Article 19 (i) {/) does not have any application to acquisition 
or requisition of property for a public purpose under authority of a law which pro- 
vides for compensation as mentioned in .Article gr (2} for these reasons. First, 
the provisions of the Constitution arc to be intciprctcd in a harmonious manner. 

No provision of the Constitution is superfluous or redundant. [ See Gtfalcr's, earr® 
at pace 252 per Ivlukhctjea, J.]. It cannot be suggested that acqubition of pro- 
pertylbr public purpose is not of the same content as acquisition for public interest 
or in the interest of the public. It vs-ill be pedantry to say tliat acquisition for public 
purpose is not in the interest of the p-ablic. Secondly, the contention on tjchalf 
of the petitioner that .Article 3 1 (2) will Imve to be read iong with .Article 1 9 (J } if} 

!. (1955J S.CJ. 10: (1955) I S CR- 777. -i. AIA. 1959 S.C.634 :(195?j 2S CJ. 322. 

2. h963)S.CJl.SS7:{I9Sn 2S.CJ. 443. 5. (19:0; 2 3LLJ- 42 : (1950; S.CX 174. 

3. (1957) 2 S.CJ1. 949 . 
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for the purpose of deciding the pleace of legislation on the anvil of reasonableness 
of restrictions in the interest of the general public ^vill mean that acquisition or 
requisition for a public purpose under Article 31 (2) is embraced \vithin Article 
^9 (5)- That would be not only depriving the provisions of the Constitution of 
harmoney but also making Article 31 (2) otiose and a dead letter. By harmonising 
is meant that each provision is rendered free to operate, with full vigour in its otsm 
legitimate field. If acquisition or requisition of property for a public purpose has 
to satisfy again the- test of reasonable restriction in the interest of the general 
public then harmony is repelled and Article 31 (2) becomes a mere repetition and 
meaningless. It could not be said that when Article 31 (2) ^vas specifically enacted 
to deal with a case of acquisition or requisition of property for a public purpose the 
framers of the Constitution were not aware that it was a form of public deprivation 
of property. That is why it is important to notice the distinction between 
deprivation of properly under Article 31 (t) which will relate to all kinds of depri- 
vation of property other than acquisition or requisition by the State and Article 
31 (2) which deals only -with such acquisition or requisition of property. Thirdly, 
Article 31 (2) and 31 (2-A) is a self contained code because (a) it provides for acqui- 
sition or requisition ^vith authority of a law, (i) the acquisition or requisition is to 
be for a public purpose, (c) the law should provide for compensation by fixing 
the amount of compensation or specifying the principles on which, and the manner 
in which, the compensation is to be determined and given and {d) finally, it enacts 
that adequacy of compensation is not to be questioned. In the case of acquisition 
or requisition of property for public purpose with the authority of a law providing 
for compensation there is nothing more to guide and govern the la^v for acquisition 
or requisition than those crucial words occurring in clause (2). Finally, the 
amendment of Article 31 indicates in bold relief the separate and distinctive field 
of law for acquisition and requisition by the State of property for public purpose. 

Mahajan, J. in the case of Stale of Bihar v. Maharaja Darbhanga\ spoke of 
public purpose in the background of Article 39 which speaks of the Directive Princi- 
ples. Article 39 enacts that the State shall in particular direct its policy towards 
securing that the ovTtership and control of the material resomces of the community 
arc so distributed as best to subscr\’c common good and that the operation of the 
economic system docs not result in the concentration of wealth and means of pro- 
duction to the common detriment. In the Darbhanga case'^, land which \vas in the 
liands of few individuals was to be made available to the public. The puipose 
behind the Bihar Land Reforms Act was to bring general benefit to the commu- 
nity. Mahajan, J., said that “ Legislature is best judge of what is good for the com- 
munity, by whose suffrage it comes info cx'stencc and it is not possible for this 
Court to say that there ^vas no purpose behind the acquisition contemplated by 
the impugned statute. The purpose of the statute is in accordance -ivith the letter 
of the Constitution of India. It is fallacious to contend that the object of the Act 

is to ruin 5i million people in Bihar Its difficult to hold in the present 

day conditions of the world that the measures adopted for the welfare of the com- 
munity and sought to be achieved by process of legislation so far as to carry' on the 
policy of nationalization of land can fall on the ground of public purpose. The 
phriLsc ‘ public purpose ’ has to be construed according to the spirit of times in ^vhich 
particular legislation is enacted and so construed, the acquisition of the estates has 
to be held to have been made for the public purpose.” The meaning of the phi-asc 
‘ public purpose ’ is predominantly a purpose for the welfare of the general public. 
These 14 banks arc acquired for the purpose of developing the national economy. 
It is intended to confer benefit on weaker sections and sectors. It is not that the 
legislation will have the effect of denuding the depositors in the 14 banks of their 
deposits. The deposits will all be there. The object of the Act according to the 
legislation is to use the deposits in wider public interest. What was true of public 
purpose when the Constitution was ushered in the mid century is a greater truth 
after two decades. One cannot be guided cither by passion for propert}- on the 


1. (1952) S.C.J. 354 : (1952) S C.R. 889. 
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one hand or prgudice against depri%-ation on the other. Public purpose stccit. 
clear of both passion and prejudice. 

In regard to property rights the State generally has potvcr !o take assay propeds' 
and justify such deprisation on the ground of reasonable restriction on the interest 
of the general pubbc. but in case ofdepritation of property by acquisition or requisi- 
tion the Ck)nstitution has conferred pots'cr when the lats* passed protidcs ccmpensa-' 
tion for the property acquired by the State. Therefore, the acquisition or requisi- 
tion for public purpose is a restriction reccgnised by the Constitution in regard to 
property rights. In KocktnVs case^^ this Court approved the observation of Harries, 
C.J. in the case oTJsicari Prosed v. .^. i?. Sen-, that the phrase “in the interest of 
the general public ’ means nothing more than ‘ in the public interest.* A public 
purpose is a pilose affecting the interest of the general pub'ic and therefore :he 
^Velfare State is given powers of acquisition or requisition of property for public 
purpose. 

Counsel for the petitioner contended that the word ‘ banking ■' wou’d have 
the same meaning as the deSnition of ‘ banking * occurring in section 5 (b) of the 
Banking Regulation .A.ct of 1949 hereinafter referred to for the sake of brevity as 
the r959 Act. This contention was amplified to exclude four tv-pes of business 
from the banking business and therefore the .4ct of 1969 was said to be not within 
the legislative competence of Banking under Entrv- 45 in List I. These four tv-pes 
of business are: (i) the receiving of scrips or other valuables on deposit or for safe 
custody and providing of safe deposit vaults, (2) agenev- business, (3} business of 
guarantee, giving of indemnity and rmd' rwriting and (4} business of acting as 
executors and trustees ' Banking * was defined for the first time in the 1949 
Act as meaning the acceptance for the puiirosc of lending or invxstments of deposits 
of money from the public repavable on demand or otherwise and withdrawable 
by cheque, draft or otherwise. In England there is no statutorv* definition of banking 
by the Courts have evolved a meaning and principle as to what the legitimate 
business of a bank is. 

In the case of Tennanl v. The Union Bank rf Canada % a question arose as to whether 
warehouse receipts taken in security by a bank in the coarse of business of bariking. 
are matters coining within the class of subjects dcsciibc-d in section gi, su'o-srciion 15 
of the British North America .A.cl, namdy , ‘ banking, incorporation of Banks, and 
the issue of paper money.’ Lord 'Watson said that the word ‘ banking ’ comprehends 
an expression which is wide enough to embrace every transaction coming within 
the legitimate busine^ of a banker. In Palmer's Company Precedents, ryih edition 
page 317 form No. 98 will be found the irsual memorandum of objects of a bank. 
These objects comprise business of faanldng in all branches includirtg "he receiving 
of monev' and valuables on deposit or for rafe custody, or otherwise, the collecting 
and transmitting money and securities and transacting ail kinds of agenev' business 
commonly transacted by bankers. The other objects in the form are to undertake 
and e.vecute a.ny trusts the undertaking whereof may seem desirable, and also to 
undertake the office of executor, administrator, receiver, treasurer, registrar 
or auditor. In Bcnbaiy v. Bank of HcntrecP, tke House of Lords consterred the 
authoritv' of the bank to give advice as to investments and Lord Finlay, L.C. said 
that 

“ the limits of banker's business cannot be laid down as a matter of law. The 
nature of business is a question of fact, on which The Jurv' arc entitled to Iiave 
retrard to their own knowledge of business and it is in this con'ext that thc 
pnsent case must be considei^.It cannot be treated as ifitv.-asa matter of ptm- 
law.” 

In Indi.a, the Negotiable Instrumcnls Act, j38t. S'amp .Act, 1889 and Bank'-rs 
Book Evidence .Act. 1801 refer to the expression bankinsr without a definition. In 
the Indian Companies Act, 1913 for the first time in 1936 provisions wtre jntrredvced 
to govern banking companies. En^rv- 38 in List I of the Governmc-ol of India .Act, 


3. L.R. (I?34) A C. 51 : L J.RC. 2S. 

■i. b.R.{J91SlA.C. 626 ;£7LJ-K.B. 1J5I. 
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1935 used the words “ banking that is to say the conduct of banking business of a 
Corporation carried on only in that State.” It must be observed that Entry 45. 
in List I of the 7th Schedule to the Constitution is only a ‘ banking ’ and it does not 
contain any qualifying words like the conduct of business occurring in Entry gS- 
of the Government of India Act, 1935. The Indian Companies Act, 1913 in section 
277-F however defined ‘ banking company ’ but not ‘ banking ’ by reference to the 
principal business and other business usually undertaken by reputable bankers. 
Section 277-G of the Indian Companies Act prescribes that the memorandum must 
be limited to the activities mentioned in section 277-F. Section 277-M of the 
Indian Companies Act, 1913 contained provisions similar to section 19 of the Act 
of 1949, namely, that a bailing company could not form any subsidiary company 
except a subsidiary company, formed for one or more of the following purposes,, 
namely, the undertaking and executing of trusts, the imdertaking of the administra- 
tion of estates as executors trustees or other\snse,the providing of safe deposit vaults 
or, with the previous permission in writing of the Reserve Bank carrying on such 
other purposes as are incidental to the business of banking. It will appear from 
the Select Committee Report ivhich was prepared for the introduction of the Indian 
Companies Amendment Act in 1936 that the list of business mentioned in section 
277-F ■which included the principal business and other business undertaken by 
reputable bankers was inserted to escape the danger of hampering a company in the 
performance of any form of business undertaken by reputable bankers. 

It is in this background that the 1949 Banking Regulation Act was enacted.. 
‘ Banking ’ is defined in section 5 {b) of the 1949 Act as meaning the acceptance for 
the purpose of lending or investment of deposits of money from the public repayable 
on demand or othenvise and withdrawable by cheque, draft order or otherwise. 
Section 6 ofthe 1949 Act contains two sub-sections. In sub-section (i) it is enacted 
that in addition to the business of banking, a banking company may engage in 
one or more of the forms of business mention^ therein. In sub-section (i) there are 
clauses marked {a) to (0). In sub-section (2) bisection 6 ofthe 1949 Act it is enacted 
that no banking company shall engage in any business other than those referred to 
in sub-section (i). Clause {a) of section 6 (r) enumerates the various forms of 
business, inler alia, the borrowing, raising, or taking up of money, the lending or 
advancing of money cither upon or without security, the dra-wing, making, accepting,, 
discounting, buying, selling, collecting and dealing in bills of exchange, hoondecs, 
promissory notes, coupons, drafts, bills of lading, raihs'ay receipts, warrants, deben- 
tures, certificates, scrips and other instruments and securities tvhether transferable- 
or negotiable or not, the granting and issuing of letters of credit, traveller’s cheques- 
and circular notes, the buying, selling and dealing in bullion andspecie, the receiving, 
of all kinds of bonds, scrips or valuables on deposit or for safe custody or otherwise,, 
the providin.g of safe deposit valuts, the collecting and transmitting of money and 
securities. Clause {b) speaks of acting as agents for any Government or local autho- 
rity or any other person or persons, the carrying on of agency business of any descrip- 
tion including the clearing and forwarding of .goods, giving of receipts and discharges 
and otherwise acting as an attorney on bcha.f of the customei-s, but excluding the 
business of a company.. Clause {b) speaks of undertaking and executing trusts. 
Clause (z) speaks of underta.king the administration of estates as executorr, trustee- 
or othenrisc. It will, therefore, appear that under section 61 (i) ofthe 1949 Act 
the four typ-^s of business disputed by Counsel for the petitioner not to be within the 
businesses of a bank are recognised by the statute as legitimate forms of business of a 
banking company. 

Keeping valuables for safe custody, the providing of safe deposit va.ults occur 
m clausc (0) of section 6 (i) along with various tj-pcs of business like borrowing 
raising or taking up of money, or lending or adva.ncing of money. It tvill appear 
from clause (;:) ofscction 6 (i) ofthe 1959 Act that in addition to the forms ofbusiness 
mentioned in clauses (a) to (m) a banking company may engage in “ doing all such 
other things as arc incidcnUl or conducive to the promotion or advancement of 
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the business of the company.” The words ‘ other iWngs ’ appearing in clause (n) 
•after enumeration of the various types of business in clauses {a) to (m) point to one 
inescapable conclusion that the businesses mentioned in clauses (a) to (m) arc all 
incidental or conducive to the promotion or advancement of the business of the 
•company. Therefore these businesses are not only legitimate businesses of the banks 
but these also come within the normal business activities of commercial banks of 
repute. Entry 45 in List I of the 7 th Schedule of the Constitution, namely, ‘ banking’ 
will therefore have the wide meaning to include all legitimate businesses of a banking 
company referred to in section 5 (b) as well as in section 6 (i) of the 1949 Act. 
The contention on behalf of the petitioner that the four disputed businesses arc not 
banking businesses is not supportable cither on logic or on principle when businesses 
mentioned in the sub-clauses of section 6 (.1) of the 1949 Act are recognised to be 
legitimate business activities of a banking company by statute and practice and 
usage fully supports that view. 


Clause (0) of section 6 (j) of the 1949 Act contemplates that the Central Govern- 
ment might by notifica.i^ion specify any other form of business and therefore the 
Government could ask a banking company to engage in a form of business which is 
not a usual type of business done by a banking company. In the first place, it Acould 
not be reasonable to think that the Government would ask a bank to do business of 
that tjpe. Secondly, even if a bank were asked to do so that would not rob the other 
permissible and legitimate forms of business mentioned in section 6 (i) of the Act 
of their true character. Section 6 (2) of the 1949 Act provides that no banking 
company sltall engage in any form of business other than those referred to in sub- 
section (i). The restriction contained insub-scction (2) establishes that the various 
types of business mentioned in sub-section (i) are normal, recognised legitimate 
businesses and a banking company is therefore not entitled to participate in any 
o' her from of business. 


In the case of Gommonweath of Atislralia and others v. Bank of Kew South Wales and 
ethers^, the Judicial Committee in hearing the appeal from the High 
Court of Australia considered the meaning and content of banking. The question 
for consideration "was the effect of the Australian Banking Act, 1947 and section 46 
thereof. At page 303 of the Report the Judicial Committee said “the business of 
banking, consisting of the creation and transfer of credit, the making of loans, the 
purchase and disposal of investments and other kindred activities is a part of the trade 
commerce and intercourse of a modem society and, in so far as it is carried on by, 
means of inter-State transactions, is within the ambit of section 92 ”. The business 
of a bank will therefore consist not only of the hard core of banking business defined 
in the 1949 'Act but also of the diverse kinds of lawful business which have grown to 
be inextricably bound up in the form of chain or string transactions. The words 
* banker ‘ banking ’ have different shades of meaning at different periods of 
history and their meaning may not be uniform today in countries of different habits 
of life and different degrees of civil sation. See Bank of Ghetlinad v. T.C. of Colombo-, 
and United Dominions Trust Ltd. v. Kirkwood^. 


At this stage reference may be made to various statutes starting from Act VI of 
1839 Bank of Bengal’s Third Charter and ending with the State Bank of India Act, 
1955 to show the meaning and content of the ^vord ‘ banking ’. The Bank of a 
Bengal’s Thid Charter of 1839 empowered the Bank of Bengal in clauses 25 to 33 
to do business as mentioned therein which included rcc( iring deposits of goods and 
safe-keeping of the same. Thereafter the Bank of Bengal Cliartcr se.xs npea'ed by 
Act IV of 1862 which by clause 27 emposvered the bank to transact pecuniaty biisinf.^s 
of agency on commission. The Presidency Banks Act, 1876 by section 36 thereof 
empowered the Presidency Banks, inter alia, to do business of receiving of deposits, 
agenev business, acceptance of valuables, jewels. Section 37 of the Act of 1876 forbade 


1. L.R.(1950)AC.235 :65T.L.R.633 ; 
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the bank to do any business or loan or advance on mortgage or in other manner upon 
the security of any immovable propcrtj\ or the documents of title relating thereto. 
The Imperial Bank of India Act, 1920 in Schedule I as mentioned in section 8 of the 
Act authorised the bank to cany- on several kinds of business including receiving of 
deposits, keeping cash accounts, the acceptance of the charge and management of 
plate, ie^vles, title deeds or other valuable goods on terms, transacting of pecuniary 
agency business on commission and the entering into of contracts of indemnitjy 
suretyship or guarantee with specific security or other^wse, the administration of 
estates for any purpose whether as an executor, trustee or other^vise, and the acting 
as agent on commission in the transaction of various kinds of business mentioned 
therein. 

Tlie Indian Companies Act, 1913 did not define banking company or banking 
business though various sections, namely, 4, 133, 136, 138 and 145 and Schedule 
Form G referred to banking companies. The Indian Companies Amendment Act 
in 1936 for the first time defined a banking company in section 277-F as a company 
which carried on the principal business of accepting of deposits on current account or 
otherwise, notwitlistanding that it engaged in any one or more of the businesses as 
mentioned in clauses (i) to (17) thereof. It may be stated here that clauses (i) to 
(ty) in section 277-F of the Indian Companies Act, 1913 are similar to the various 
form*, of business mentioned in section 6 (i) of the 1949 Banking Regulation Act. 
In 1942, the Indian Companies Act, 1913 was amended by Act !}^I of 1942 and it 
■ivill appear from the statement of objects and reasons there that the definion of 
banking companies in section 277-F of the Indian Companies Act created difiiculties 
in deciding -whether a company was a banking company or not. The chief difficulty 
arose out of the use of the term ‘ principal business ’ in section 277-F. With the 
object of removing these difficulties a proposal teas made that any company -which 
used as part of its name the ts'ord ‘ bank,’ ‘ banker ’ or ‘ banking ’ shall be deemed to 
be a banking company irrespective of whether the business of accepting deposits 
of money on current account or otherwise subject to tvithdratval by cheque, draft 
or order teas its principal business or not. In that context Ordinance IV of 
1946 was promulgated under section 72 of the Government of India Act, 1935 
empowering the Reserve Bank to cause inspection of any banking company and to 
do \'arious o'^licr things by tvay of prohibiting a banking company from receiving 
deposits. Thei-eaftcr came the Banking Companies Restriction of Branches Act, 
1946. There a banking company was defined as a banking company defined in 
section 277-F of the Indian Companies Act, 1913. Tlierc was restriction on opening 
and removal of branches and the Rcserv'e Bank -\s-as permitted to cause inspection 
of banks. It is in this context that • Ordinance XXV of 1948 was promulgated 
conferring power on the Reserve Bank to control advances given by the banking 
companies. In 1 948 a confidential note on the Banking Companies Bill -was prepared. 
The necessity of legislation was felt because thcrewas insufficient paid up capital and 
rcser\’c and insufficient liquilditj’- of funds, unrestricted loans to directors. In that 
confidential note it aras said that it a\-as difficult to evolve any satisfactory' definition 
of banking and difficulties arose because of the incorporation of the word's ‘ principal 
business ’ in relation to banks in section 277-F of the Indian Comapanics Act, 1913. 

In this background the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 was enacted. I have 
already referred to the provisions of sections 5 and 6 of the 1 949 Act and the businesses 
mentioned in section 6 (i) and the definition of banking btisiness in section 
5 (6). A most noticeable feature with regard to all these l\-pcs of business of a bank- 
ing company is tlra.t a banking company engages not only in the banking business 
but other businesses mentioned in section 6 of the 1949 Act with depositors’ monev. 
The entire business is one integrated whole. The provisions contained in section 6 (i) 
of the 1949 Act arc the statutory restatement of the gradual c\-olution overa ccntui-^' 
ofthc various kinds of business of banking companies wliich arcsimilarto those To be 
found in the State Bank of India Act, 1955 hereinafter ca'lcd the State Bank Act. 
The business wth regard to deposit of\*aluab!cs and safe deposit vaults is to be found 
in section 3 (riii) of the State Bank Act, the agency business is mentioned in section 
33 (^'0 State Bank Act. The business of guarantee, undenmting and indem- 
s c J— 79 
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nity is found in section 33 {xi) (xii) (a) of the State Bank Act and the business of 
trusteeship and executorship is specifically found in the Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 and in the previous Acts referred to hereinbefore. 

It was suggested by Counsel for the petitioner that by banking business is meant 
only the hard core of banking, as defined in section 5 (b) of the 1949 Act. It is 
unthinkable that the business of banks is only confined to that aspect and not to the 
various forms of business mentioned in section 6 (i) of the 1949 Act. Receiving 
valuables on deposit or for sale custody and providing for safe deposit vaults which 
are contemplated in clause (a) of section 6 (i) of the 1949 Act cannot be dissociated 
from other forms of unchallenged business of a bank mentioned in that clause 
because any such severance would be illogical particularly when deposit for safe 
custody and safe deposit vaults are mentioned in the long catalogue of businesses 
in clause (a). The agency business which is mentioned in clause (?) of section 6 (i) 
is one of the recogmsed forms of business of commenceial banks swth regard to 
mercantile transactions and payment or collection of price. Agency is after all a 
comprehensive word tc describe the relationship of appointment of the bank as the 
constitutents’ representative. The forms of agency transactions may be varied. It 
may be acting as collecting agent or disbursing agent or as depository of parties. 
The categories of agency can be multiplied in terms of transactions. That is svhy 
the business of agency mentioned in clause (b) is first in the general form of acting 
as an agent for any Government or local authority, secondly carrying on of agency 
business of any description including the clearing and forwarding of goods and 
thirdly acting as attorney on behalf of the customers. The business of guarantee 
is in the modern commercial world practically indissolubly connected svith a bank 
and forms a part of the business of the bank. It is almost common place for Courts 
to insist on bank guarantee in regard to funishing of security. There may be so 
many instances of guarantee. As to the business of trusteeship and c,xccutorship 
it may be said that this is the wish of the seller who happens to be a constitutent of 
of the* bank appointing the bank as executor or trustee because of the utmost faith 
and confidence that the constituent has in the solvency and stability of the bank and 
also to preserve the continuity of the trustceor the c.xccutorirrcspcctive of any change- 
by reason cf death or any other incapacity. It is needless to state that these four 
disputed forms of business all spring out of the relation between the bank on the one 
hand and the customer on the other and the bank earns commission on tlicsc trans- 
actions or charges fees for the services rendered. Although trust accounts may be 
kept in a separate account all moneys arising out of the trust money go to the general 
pool of the bank and the bank utilises the money and very often trust moneys may be 
kept in fixed deposit with the trustee bank and expenses on account of the trust are 
met out of the general funds of the trustee bank. Payments to beneficiaries are 
made by crediting the beneficiaries’ accounts in the trustee bank and if they are not 
constituents other modes of payment through other banks arc adopted. The position 
of the banks as executor is similar to that of a trustee. 'W^iatevcr moneys the bank 
may spend arc recouped by the bank out of the acounts of the trust estate. 

After the definition of banking company had been introduced for the first time 
in 1936 in the Indian Companies Act, 1913 it appeared that the b,anl:s were not 
being managed properly and the definition of a banking company gave rise to admi- 
nistrative difficulties in determining -whether a company was a banking company or 
not. A number of banking and loan companies particularly in Bengal claimed that 
they were not banking companies w'ithin tlie scope of the definition given in section 
277-F of the Companies Act and in some cases their contention was upheld by the 
Court. The failure of the Tras-ancore National & Qui'on Bank Ltd., in 1938 and 
the subsequent banking crisis in South India posed a big question as to the decirability 
of better Icgi.slation. An attempt was made to prescribe certain minimum c.npifal, 
the amount of capital depending upon the area of the operation of the hank. The 
banks were also asked to maintain a percentage of th''ir assets in c.-ish or .approved 
securities. Thereafter the Indian Companies (Amendment) Act was p.-’ssed in 1942 
by svhtch a proviso was added to section 277-F to the effect that any compan)’ svhich 
used as part of its name the word ‘ bank ‘ banker ’ or ‘ banking ’ shall be deemed. 
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to be a banking company notwithstanding the fact that the acceptance of deposits 
on current account subject to ^vithdra^val by cheque is not the principal business of 
the company. In the mid-forties it became desirable that stc-ps should be taken to 
safeguard the banking structure against possible repercussion in the post-war 
period and it was considered necessary rhat comprehensive banking legislation, 
should be introduced. 

There are various provisions in the 1949 Act to indicate that a banking company 
cannot carry on business of a managing agent or Secretary and treasurer of a com- 
pany and that it cannot acquire, construct, maintain, alter any building or ^vorks 
other than those necessary or convenient for the purpose of the company. A banking 
company cannot acquire or undertake the whole or any portion of any business 
unless such business is of one of those enumerated in section 6 (i) of the 1949 Act. 
h bank cannot deal in buying or selling or bartering of goods except in connection 
with certain purposes related to some of the businesses enumerated in the aforesaid 
section 6 (i). These provisions a'so establish that businesses mentioned in section 6 
of the 1949 Act arc incidental and conducive to banking business. A bank cannot 
employ any person whose remuneration is in the form of a commission or a share iu 
the profits of the banking company or whose remuneration is in the opinion of the 
Reserve Bank excessive. One of the most important provisions is section 35 of the 
1949 Act, w’hich states that the Reserve Bank at any time may and on being directed 
so to do by the Central Government cause an inspection to be made by one or more 
of its officers of the books of account and to report to the Central Government on. 
any inspection and the Central Government thereafter if it is of opinion after consi- 
dering the report that the affairs of the banking company arc being conducted to the 
detriment of the interests of its depositors, may prohibit the banking company 
from receiving fresh deposits or direct the Reserve Bank to apply under section 38 for 
the winding up of the banking company. Another inaportant provision in the 1949 
Act is found in section 27 -which provides for monthly returns in the prescribed form 
and manner showing assets and liabilities. The power of the Reserve Bank under 
section 27 and 35 of the 1949 Act relates to the affairs of the banking company which 
comprehend the various forms of business of the bank mentioned in section 6 of the 
1949 Act. Then again section 29 of the 1949 Act contemplates accounts relating to 
accounts of all business transacted by the bank. Section 35-A of the 1949 Act 
confers power on the Reserve Bank to give directions tvith regard to the affairs of a 
bank. These provisions indicate beyond any measure of doubt that all forms of 
business mentioned in section 6 (i) of the 1949 Act arc lawful, legitimate businesses 
of a bank as these have grownri along with increase of trade and commerce. 
The word ‘ banking ’ has never had any static meaning and the only meaning -will 
be the common undertanding of men and the established practice in relation to bank- 
ing. That is why all these disputed forms of business come within the legitimate 
business of a bank. 

The next question is the legislative competence in regard to the Act of 1969. 
Counsel for the petitioner contended that the Act was for nationsalisation of banks 
and there was no legislative entry regarding nationalisation and therefore that was 
incompetent. There is no merit in that contention. The Act is for acquisition 
of property ; the undertaking of a banking company is acquired. The legislative 
competence is under Entry 42 in List III of the 7th Schedule and also under Entry 
45 in List I of the 7th Schedule. Entry’- 42 in List III is acquisition and requisition- 
ing of property. Entry 45 in List I is ‘ banking ’. The Act of 1969 is valid under 
ttrese entries. A question arose whether the Act of 1969 pertains to Entry’ 43 in 
List I which deals \s'ith incorporation, regulation and winding up of trading corpora- 
tions including banks. It is not necessiy' to deal with that entry because of my 
conclusion as to entries No. 42 in List III and No. 45 in List I. Counsel for the 
petitioner contended that the Act of 1969 trenched upon Entry 26 in List II, namely 
trade .and commerce within the State. I am unable to accept that contention for 
the ob\-ious reason that the legislation is for acquisition of undertakings of banking 
companies. The pith and substance of the legislation is to be found out and meaning 
is to be gi\-eii to the entries ‘ banking ’ and acquisition of property. In the case of 
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Unikd Provides v. MsL Atiga Begum and olIters\ Gwycr, C. J., said that it would be 
practically impossible to define each item in the provincial legislation as to mahe it 
exclusive of every other item in that list and Parliament seems to have been content 
to take a number of comprehensive categories and to describe each of them by a %s'ord 
of broad and general import. The doctrine of pith and substance used in Union 
{jolliery Company of British Columbia v. Bryden^, is nothing but an illustration of the 
principle that -when the legislation is referable to one or more entries the Courts trj' to 
find out what the pith and substance of the legislation is. In the present case the 
Act is beyond any doubt one for acquisition of property and is also in relation to 
banking. The legislation is valid with reference to the entries, namely, Entry 42 
(Requisition) in List III, Entry' 45 (Banking) in List I. 

Counsel for the petitioner contended that undertaking of banking companies 
could not be the subject-matter of acquisition and acquisition of all properties in the 
undertaking must satisfy public purpose as contemplated in Article 31 (2). This 
contention was amplified to mean that undertaking ^\’as not property capable of being 
acquired and some assets like cash 'money could not be the subject-matter of 
acquisition. The Attorney General on the other hand contended first that under- 
taking is property within the meaning of Article 3J (2), secondly, undertaking in its 
normal meaning refers to going concern and thirdly it is a complete unit as distinct 
from the ingredients composing it and therefore it could not be said that acquisition 
•of the undertaking -was an infraction of any constitutional prowsion. The term 
‘ undertaking ’ is explained in Halsbury’s Lavs of England, 3rd Edition Volume 6 
paragaph 75 at page 43 to mean not the various ingredients -which go to make up an 
underlying but the completed work from -which the earnings arise. As an illustra- 
tion reference is made to mortgage of the undertaking of a company. 

In Gardner v. London Chatham and Dover Railway Go.^, the undertaking of a raihray 
company which -was pledged was held to be a railvay which -was to be made and 
maintained, by ^vh^ch tolls and profits ware to be earned, -vrhich was to be worked 
and managed by a company, according to certain rules of management, and under a 
■certain responsiblity. In an undertaking there will be money for the working of the 
undertaking and money w'ill be earned thereby. Again in Re Panama, Lfew iZ^aland 
end Australian Royal Aiail Company^, the undertaking of a stcampship company w-as 
-explained to have reference not only to all the property of the company which existed 
at the date of the debenture but w'hich might become the property of the company 
and further that the ivord ‘ undertaking’ referred to the application of funds wliicJi 
■came in^^o the hands of the company in the usual course of business. Undertaking 
■will therefore relate to the entire business though there may be separate ingre- 
dients, or items of w'ork or assets in the undertaking. The undertaking is going 
concern and it cannot be broken up into pieces to create a sccuritj' over the under- 
taking [See Re Portsmouth {Kingston, Frallon and Southsea) Tramway Go A, and 
H.H. Vivian and Company Ltd . «) . 

The word ‘undertaking’ is used in various statutes of our country, viz., the 
Indian Electricity Act, 1910, (Sections 6, 7, 7-A), Indian Companies, Act [Sections 
125 (4) Cf), 293 and 394] Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (Section 14-A), Cotton Tex- 
tile Companies (Management of Undcrt^lking, Liquidation and Reconstruction) 
Act, 1967 [Sections 4 (i), 5 (i) (2)]. By thew-ord ‘undertaking’ is meant the entire 
■organisation. These provisions indicate that the company whether it has a plant 
or whether it has an organisation is considered as one whole unit and the entire 
business of the going concern is embraced within the word ‘ undertaking.’ In the 
•case of sale of an undertaking as happened in Doughty v. Lomagnnda Reefs, Ud. t, tlic 
purchaser was required to pay all debts due by and to perform outstanding contracts 
comprised in the entire undertaking. The seord ‘ undertaking ’ is used in tlic 
Indian Electricity Act, the Air Corporation Act, 1953, the Imperial B.m!; of India 
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Act, 1920 (Sections 3, 4, 6 and 7), the State Bank of India Act, 1955 [Section 6 (i) 
(g)], the State Bank Subsidiaries Banks Act, 1959 [Section 10 (i)], the Banking- 
Regulation Act, 1949 [Section 36-AE (i)] and there have been legislative prorisions 
for acquisition of some of these undert^ngs. 

Under section 5 of the Act of 1969 the undertaking of each existing bank shall 
be deemed to include ail assets, rights, powers, authorities and pririleges and all pro- 
pert-j-, movable and immovable, cash balances, reserve fimds, investments and all 
other rights* and interests arising out of such property as were immediately before the 
commencement of this Act in the ownership, possession, power or control of the 
existing bank in relation to the undertaking. This Court accepted the meaning of 
property given by Rich, J., in the Minister for Stale for the Army Dalzicl^, <0 be a 
bundle of rights which the otsmer has over or in respect of a thing, tangible or intangi- 
ble, or the -svord ‘ property * may mean the thing itself over or in respect of which the 
otvner may exercise those rights. In the case of Commissioner Hindu Religions 
Endowments, Madras v. Sri LaksKmindra Thirtha Swamiar of Sri Shimr Mutt”, this Court 
again gave rride meaning to the rvord ‘ property ’ and Mukherjea, J., said tJiat there 
is no reason why the word ' property ’ as used in Article 19 (i) (/) of the Constitu- 
tion should not be given a liberal and tride connotation and would not be extended 
to those u-ell recognised tt’pcs of interest which have the insignia or characteristics 
of proprietarj- right. In the case of Tritst, Bombay v. The Commissioner of Income- 
tax Excess Profits Tax, Bombay^, this Court held the managing agency business to be a 
property. The undertaking of a bank will therefore be the entire integrated organi- 
sation consisting of all property, movable or immovable and the totality of undertak- 
ing is one concept rvhich is not divisible into components or ingredients. That 
is why in relation to a company the word ‘ undertaking ’ is used in various statutes 
in order to reach every' comer of property, right, title and interest therein. The 
decision in State of Madhya Pradesh v. Ranojirao Shinde and another*, is an authority for 
the proposition that money cannot be acquired under Article 31 (2) . The impugned 
Act in Ranojirao Shinde’s*, case abolished cash grants which the respondents were 
entitled to receive from the Government of Madhya Pradesh, but provided for the 
pasmient of certain compensation to the grantees. Ranojirao Shinde’s case* did not deal 
ss-ith the case of an undertaking and has therefore no application to the present case. 
The undertaking is an amalgamation of all ingredients of property and. is not capable 
of being dismembered. That rvould destroy the essence and innate character of the 
undertaking. In reality the undertaking is a complete and complex weft and the 
mrious types of business and assets are threads which cannot be taken apart from 
the ss'eft. I am, therefore, of opinion that imdcrtaking of a banking company is 
property which can be validly acquired under Article 31 (2) of the Constitution. 

The next question for consideration is whether Article 19 (6) of the Constitu- 
tion is attacted. Counsel for the petitioner contended that as a result of the Consti- 
tution First Amendment Act, 1951, Article 19 (6) was clarified to the effect that the 
■word ‘ restrictions ’ would include prohibition or exclusion which was dealt ivith in 
the second limb of Article 19 (6). It may be stated here that prior to the amendent of 
Article 19 (6) the second limb spoke only of law prescribing qualifications for practis- 
ing any profession or carrying on any occupation, trade or business. As a result of the 
amendment, the second limb of Article 19 (6) consisted of two sub-articles the first 
sub-article relating to qualifications for practising profession or cariymg on any 
occupation, trade or business and the second sub-article relating to carrying on by 
the State of trade, business industry to the exclusion complete or partial of citize ns 
or otherwise. Tlie second sub-articic svas really an enlargement of clause of 
Article ig as a result of the amendments. The main contention of Counsel for the 
petitienrr -was that the second limb of Article 19 (6) after the expression ' in parti- 
cular’ must .also satisfy the test of reasonable rretriction contained in the first liml> 
of .Article iq (6) and emphasis -was placed on the word ‘ in particular ’ to show tlrat it 
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indicated that the second limb was only an instance of the first limb spoke only of 
the prescribing qualifications for practising any profession enacted really to enable 
the State to carry on business to the exclusion, complete or partial of citizens or 
otherwise as iwll appear from the amendment of Article 19 (6), 

In the case of Akadasi Padhan v. Slate of Orissa^, this Court considered the Orissa 
Kendu Leaves (Control of Trade) Act, 1961 by which the State acquired monopoly 
in the trade of Kendu leaves and put restrictions on the fundamental rights of the 
petitioner. In that case, Gajendragadkar, J., speakingtfor the Court referred to the 
decision of the Allahabad High Court in Moiilal v. Government of the Stale of Uttar 
Pradesh-, where a monopoly of transport sought to be created by the U.P. Govern- 
ment in favour of the State operated Bus Service knoum as the ‘ Government Road- 
ways’ was struck dosvn as unconstitutional because such a monopoly totally deprived 
the citizens of their rights and that is why Article 19 (6) came to be amended. Tlie 
necessity of the amendment of Article 19 (6) was explained in the case of Akadasi 
Padhan^. The vieiv expressed by this Court in that case is that the tivo sub-articles 
of the second limb deal -with two different forms of legislation. The first sub-article 
deals with restrictions on the exercise of the right to practise any profession or to 
carry on any trade, occupation or business. The second sub-article deals snth 
carrying on by the State of any trade, business or industry to the exclusion, complete 
or partial of citizens or otherwise. The effect of the amendment was stated by 
Gajendragadkar, J., to be that a State Monopoly in respect of any trade or business 
must be presumed to be reasonable and in the interest of the general public so far 
Article 19 (i) (g) is concerned. The words 'in particular’ in that case in Article 
19 (6) were held to indicate that restrictions imposed on the fundamental^ rights 
guaranteed by Article 19 (i) (g) which are reasonable and which are in the interwt 
of the general public are saved by Article 19 (6) as it originally stood and the validity 
of the laws covered by the amendment w'ould no longer be left to be tried in Courts. 

Counsel for the petitioner relied on the decision of the House of Lords in the case 
of Par/ Fite^william's Wentworth Estates Go. v. Minister of Housing and Local Government 
and another^, in support of the proposition that the ■words ‘ in particular ’ in Artide 
19 (6) were used to place the accent on reasonable restrictions in that clause as the 
saving feature of a law affecting Article 19 (i) {g). Section 43 (i) of the Tovm and 
Country^ Planning Act, 1947 which was considered was as folloses : 

“ (i) The Central Land Board may, with the approval of the Minister, by 
agreement acquire land for any purpose connected ■with the performance of their 
functions imder the following provisions of this Act, and in particular may so 
acquireanylandforthepurpose of disposing ofitfordevelopmcnt for which per- 
mission has been granted under Part III of this Act on terms inclusive of any 
development charge payable imdcr those provisions in respect of that dcs'clop- 
mcnt.”i 

It was held that the sub-section conferred a single power on the Central Land Board 
.and not two powers, viz., that the boards have power to acquire land for the purpose 
eonnected with the performance of their functions and the words in the second limb 
■of the section were no more than a particular instance of that which the Legislature 
regarded as part of the Board’s functions. The purpose referred to in the second 
part of the sub-section there introduced by the words ‘in particular’ was held to be 
purpose connected with the performance of the function within meaning of the first 
part of the sub-section. The language of the sub-section in The case before the House 
of Lords is entirely different from the language in Article 19 (G). Article 19 (6) m 
the two limbs and in the two sub-articles of the second limb dea's with separate 
matters and in any event State monopoly in respect of trade or business is not open 
to be reviewed in Courts on the ground of reasonableness. This Court in the case 
of Mnnicipal Committee of Amritsar V. State of Panjab*, held that so far as monopoly 
business by the State was concerned under Article rg (6) it teas not open to ch.allcngc. 
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The four businesses which were disputed by Counsel for the petitioner to be snthin 
the business of banking were contended to be not only acquisition of property in 
violation of Article 19 (i) (f] but also not to be reasonable restriction in the interest 
of the general public under Article 19 (5) or under Article ig (6). Emphasis seas 
placed on section 15 (2) of the Act of 1969 to contend that after the acquisition of the 
undertaking of the bmik the provision permitting the banks to cany on business other 
than banking sv'ouid be empty and really- amount to prohibition of carry-ing on of 
the business because theasstes pertaining to the four disputed businesses with svhich 
the business could be carried on had been taken away. I have already expressed 
my opinion that the four disputed businesses are the legitimate businesses of a 
banking company as mentioned in section 6 (i) of the 1949 Act and are comprised 
in the undertaking of the bank and Article 19 (i) (j) is net attracted in case of acqui- 
sition or requisition of property dealt ^rith by Article 31 (2). I have also held that 
Article 19 (6) confers power on the State to have a vaUd monopoly business. 
Section 15 (2) of the 1969 Act allows the existing banks to carry on business other 
than banHng. If as a result of acquisition, the bank will complain of lack of imme- 
■diate resources to cany on these businesses the Act provides compensation and the 
existing bank will devise rvays and means for carrynng on the businesses. Constitu- 
tionality of the Act cannot be impeached on the grotmd of lack of immediate resources 
to carry on business. In the present case, the acquisition is not constitutional 
and the bank is free to carry on all business other than banking. It cannot be sugges- 
ted that after compensation lias been provided for the State sdll have to provide 
moneys to enable the existing bank to carry on these businesses. That would be 
asking for somctliing beyond the limits of the Constitution. If the entire undertaking 
of a banking company is taken by tray of acquisition the assets cannot be separated 
to distinguish those belonging to banking business from other belonging to “ non- 
banking business” because assets are not in fact divided on any such basis. Further- 
more that tvould be striking at the root of acquisition of the entire undertaking. 
It would be strange to hold in the teeth of express provisions in the Act of 1969 permit- 
ting the banks to carry on business other than banking that the same -vdll amount 
to a prohibition on the'bank to carry on those businesses. I find it difficult to compre- 
hend the contention of the petitioner that a permissive provision allowing the banks 
to carry on these businesses other than banking becomes unreasonable. If that 
provision ■\vas not there the businesses could be carried on and the argument would 
not be arailable at all. The express making of the provision obviously for greater 
safety cannot change the position. The petitioner's contention on Article 19 (6) 
therefore fails. 

Counsel for the petitioner contended that section 11 of the 1969 Act suffered 
from the \-ice of cxcessira delegation and there tvere no guidelines for reaching the 
objectives set out in the Preamble of the Act and the decision of Government regard- 
ing policy invoK-ing public interest teas made final and therefore it t^•as unconstitu- 
tional. Section 1 1 of the Act of 1969 is in two sub-sections. The first sub-section 
enacts that corresponding new bank shall, in the discharge of its functions, be guided 
by such directions in regard to matters of policy involving public interest as the 
Central Government may after consultation with the Governor of the Reserve Bank, 
give. The second sub-section enacts that if any question arises whether a direction 
relates to a matter of policy involving public interest, it shmil be referred to the Central 
Government and the decision of the Central Government thereon shall be final. 
Section 25 (i) (c) of the Act of 1969 provides that the tvord.s “ corresponding netv 
bank ” constituted under section 3 of the 1969 Act or any other banking institution 
notified by the Central Government ■' sliall be substituted for the words ‘ or any 
other banking institution notified by the Central Government in this behalf’, 
insectionsi of the 1949 Act. Sections 7, ly (i5-.\) of the Reserve Bank .Act of 1934 
con'ain similar porvers on the part of the Central Government to give dicctions to the 
Rcscr\-c Bank in regard to management and exercise of posvcis and functions in 
pe.-formance of duties entrusted to the bank under the Reserve Bank Act. .A stature 
of this nature svhereby the controlling interest of the business of banks is acouired 
renders it not only necssary but aho desirable that policy involving public interest 
should be left to tlie Government. 
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Act of 19^9 contains enough guidance. First, the Government mav give 
directions only m re^rd to policy involving public interest; secondly directions can 
only be given by tim Central Government and none else; Thirdly, these directions can 
only be ^t'cn by the Cent^ Government after consultation ssith the Governor of the 
Reserv^e Bank fourthly, directions given by the Government are in regard to matters 
mvol\ mg public interest Avhich means that th'^s is objective and sulyect to judicial 
scrutiny and both the Central Government and the Governor of Reserve Bank are 
high authorities. 

As a result of section 25 (i) (f) of the Act of 1969, 14 banks will be subject to the 
provisions of the 1949 Act enumerated in sections 15, 17, ig, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
27, 28, 29, 31, 34, 35. 35-A, 36 and 48, These sections principally deal with restric- 
tions as to pajunentofdividendj prohibition of floating charge on assets, creation of 
reserve fund, restrictions on subsidiary company, restrictions on loans and advances 
potver of the Resert'e Bank to control advances by banking companies, restrictions 
on the opening of nets- places of business, maintenance of percentage of assets, 
return of unclaimed deposits, furnishing of returns to the Resert-e bank publication of 
information by the Reserve Bank, submission of account and balance sheet to the 
Reserve Bank, inspection by the Reserve Bank, power of the Reserve Bank to give 
directions tvith regard to management, and imposition of penalties for contravention 
of the provisions of the Act. 

There are other statutes which pro\-ide powers of the Central Government to 
give directions. I have already referred to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934. 
There are similar statutes conferring powers on the Government ■ to give directions, 
namely, State Bank of India Act, 1935, State Financial Corporation Act, 1951, 
University Grants Commission Act, 1956, Life Insurance Act, 1956, Deposit Iiuurancc 
Act, 1961, National Co-operative De\-eIopment Corporation Act, 1962, Agricul- 
tural Refinance Corporation Act, 1963 and State Agricultural Credit Corporations 
Act, 1968. There are English statutes which contain similar provisions of exexdse 
of power or directions by the Government in regard to the affairs of the undertakings 
covered by the statutes. These are the Bank of England Act, 1946, Cotton (Centra- 
lised Buying) Act, 1947, Coal Industry Nationalisation Act, 1946, Ciril Aviation Act, 
1946, Electricity Act, 1947, Gas Act, 1948, Iron and Steel Act, 1949 and Air Corpora- 
tions Act, 1949.* It is evplicable that where the Government acquires undertaidngs 
of industries, the matters of policy involving public interest or national interest 
should be left to be decided by the Government. There is nothing unconstitu- 
tional in such provisions. 

The Preamble to the Act of 1969 states that the object of the Act is “ to serve 
better the needs of the development of the economy in^conformity iritli national 
polic\- and objectives National polics- and objectives arc in accordance svith 
the Directive Principles in Part Rt gf the Constitution. It is stated by the respon- 
dents in their afiidavits that there are needs of the development of the economy in 
conformity with the Directive Principles and these are to be achieved bjm moblisation 
of the savings of the community and employing the large resources of the 14 banks 
to des-elop national economy in several spheres of actisily by a more equitable 
distribution of economic resources, particularly, where there arc large credit gaps. 

In the case oTHarishankar Bagla another v. The Slate ofMoihja Predesht, Mab.-yan, 
C.J., at pages 388-9 of the report said; 

“The Preamble and the body of the sections sufficiently formtilatc the legis- 
lative polict' and the ambit and character of the Act is such that the details of 
thatpolicj' can only be worked out by delegating them to a .suliordinatc 
authority within the framework of that policj-.” 

It is manifest that in workingthc Act of 1969 directions from the Central Govern- 
ment arc nccessarj' to deal with policy and other matters to serve the nerds of national 
economy. 

Counsel on belialf of the petitioner ne.xt contended that acquisition of the 
14 banks and the prohibition of banking business by the existing banks violated. 


I. (I95i} ] S.C.R. 3S0 : (1954) S.CJ. 637 : (1954) 2 M-LJ. 211. 
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Article 301 and ^ras not saved by Article 302 because it is not required in the public 
interest. As to the four disputed businesses which the existing banks can under 
the Act cany* on, it was said that the same -tvas an infraction of Article 301. Article 
305 lo isy mind directly applies to a law relating to banking and ^1 businesses 
necessarily* incidental to it carried on by the State to the complete or partial exclu- 
sion of 14 banks. Article 302 can have no application in such a case. An 
indmdual cannot complain of violation of Article 301. 

Article 305 applies in the present case and therefore neither Article 301 nor 
Article 302 u*ill apply. Article 302 is an enabling provision and it has to be read 
in relation to Article 301. Acquisition of property by* itself cannot violate Article 
301 which relates to free trade, commerce throughout India. The object of acquisi- 
tion is that the State shall carry on business to the exclusion, complete or partial, 
of the 14 banks. 

Counsel for the petitioner contended that the 1969 Act violated the provisions 
of Article 14 on these grotmds: First, the Act discriminated against 14 banks as 
against other Indian scheduled banks, secondly, the selection of 14 banks has no 
reasonable connection, to the objects of the Act; thirdly*, banks which may be des- 
cribed to be inefficient and which are liable to be acquired under section 36-AE of 
the 1949 Act arc not acquired whereas 14 banks who have carried on their affairs 
vdth efficiency* are acquired; fourthly under section 15 (2) (d) (e) of the 1969 Act 
the 14 banks cannot do any banking business whereas other Indian scheduled banks 
or any other new* banking company can do banking business. 

In order to appreciate these contentions it is necessary to remember the back- 
ground of growth of Indian banks. At the beginning I referred to the position that 
State Bank of India and its several subsidiaries and the 14 banks occupy today in 
contrast with foreign banks and other scheduled or non-schcduled Indian banks. 
These 14 banks are not in the same class as other scheduled banks. The classifi- 
cation is on the basis of the 14 banks having deposit of Rs. 50 crores and ov*cr. The 
object of the Act is to control the deposit resources for developing national economy 
and as such the selection of 14 banks having regard to their larger rcsomces, their 
greater coverage, their managerial and personnel resources and the administrative 
and organisational factor inv*olv*ed in expansion is both intelligible and related to 
the object of the Act. There is no evidence to show that the 14 banks are more 
efficient than the others as Counsel for the petitioner contended. Section 15 (2) 
(d) (e) of the 1969 Act states that these 14 banks after acquisition are not to cany 
on any* banking business for the obvious reason that these 14 banks are not in the 
same class as the other Indian banks. Besides, it is also reasonable that the 14 
banks should not be permitted to carry* on banidng business as the corresponding 
new banks. Therefore the classification of the 14 banks is also a rational and 
intelligible classification for the purposes of the Act. The object of the 1969 Act 
was to meet credit gaps and to have a wider distribution of economic resources 
among the weaker sections of the economy*, namely, agricultural, small scale industry 
and retail trade. 

The Act of 1969 is for development of national economy vrith the aid of banJts. 
There arc needs of various sectors. The Legislature is the best Judge of what should 
subserve public interest. The relative need is a matter of legislative judgment. 
The Legislature found 14 banks to ha\*c special features, namely*. large resources and 
credit structure and good administration. The categorisation of Rs. 50 crorcs and 
over ris-a-ris other banks tvith less than Rs. 50 crorcs is not only* intelligible but is 
a’so a sound classification. From the point of view of resources thr-sc 14 banks arc 
better suited than others a.nd therefore speed and efficiency which arc necessary* 
ler implementing the objectives of the Act can be ensured by such classification. 

In the case of Skri Ram Krish’:a Dalmia v. Shri justice S. R. Ter.dolkar end otkers^, 
it teas said that the Court would t.ake into consideration the history of the times and 
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coo-d a so assume the state effects odsting at the time oflesislatioii. A presumption 
a^amses m reg^ to raastitutronaHtj- of a piece of i^siation- In tfce case of 
TTtf &mrarfZccmcrfccrtfeo-i,theCGmIndtm^ Actv.'as com:- 
tlerai m r^t:on to regutmpon of dealers for esport. The Act provided runimum 
preceding 12 months the commencement of the Act as one of 
the quaufjmg terms for registraticiu This quantitative test iv-ps hdd good. The 
legislative policy as to the cecessits" ' * ^ 

“r» - « _ • 


— y V* vic.crxilijlC CZlCgOTlCS £>“ CTZ^TZO^ in 

s cesf-,^ it \K2s said that the two tests of clasdScation were first that there 
shoiz-d he an in.eUigible diSerentia which distinguished persons or things groaned 
^t>m odieis lefi. out and seconciv tpe difi ere rotr* rrxosr have a rational relation to 
the^ objeci sought to be achieved by the statute. There hai. to be a line of demar- 
cacon somTO'here and it is reasonable that tnese in banks which are in a class by 
themselves oamise of thmr special features in regard to detxjsir. credit, acministra- 
i-ion. organisation snould be prohibited feom carrving on KginVtr>»~r imtincss. These 
special circumstances ate the reasons for classification. This distinction betwet 



^ In Ac?.cr Ra:^ ILrrrrd v. Sfa’e cj ihnrcrh'.'ps. tins Court said that the necessity 
for juiheiai enquiries would arise when there teas an abuseof pow-er and the cifier- 
■cnces Avould have no relation to the object. In the case of Tht S'^crc cf Tnn*ur, 
Ajnrr'dzr cr.i TJrjrrl 'Tibia Grlligt. Ddbr v. Jhr Side cJ Dribi era certhr*. the Court 
supported legislation on a reasonable ground that the case of Trent C'ibgt*. had 
exceptional features which were not found in others. In DArrsfs €dt~, the Trps- 
lature teas said ip be free to recognise the degrees of harm and to confine its restric- 
tion to those cases -where the need was deemed to be the greatest. I: is in this 
seiu.e that -usefulness to societj- was found to fortn a basis of classification in the 
case of Aic.hf. Qrarabb v. SieU cf SibarK In the case oTHrrrar: Sirgr 

c'Jnrs v. Rrfyral Trersprd Asib-rif Gdir.tfa end c'Jnrs^ hlahajan. J.. said ’hat in 
considering Article 14 the Court sho-ald not adopt an av.itude which might well 
choke ail i^cficial legislation and legislatioa which -»'i-as based on a raticnat classi- 
fication. was psxtHissible. It is-iH not be sotmd to suggest that there are o'her banks 
which can be acquired and these 14 banks should be spared. There :s a'wnjt 
possibility of discerning some kind of inequality and thtTeforc grouping has ^ to he 
made. 'WTeie the l/gislature finds that public need is great and these 14 harnn will 
be able to siqiply that need for the development of national ccorotty classtfication 
is reasonable and not arbitrary and is based on practical grounds and cc-roicemtion 
supported by the large resources of ever lbs. 50 croros of each of thesc^ 14 nmdis and 
th^ admiaistnsiion and management. I am. therefore, of op-uuon^ 
acauisition of the undertakings does not oSend .Article 14 because ^cf tnteJ'gjb’c 
difierentia and thdr ra-donal rdation to the object to be achieved by the .Act^ of 
xq5o and it Ibilosvs that these banks cannot therefDre be avowed to carjy on btusung 
business to nuliifr the very object of the Act. 

Counsel 
{2) because 

Article 31 (2, _ . 

■compensation, it -svould be unconstituticnal. It ■w.as cor-'end-c tnat cron cru 
not be taken and further that the four cisrrS'ec. bu'in'-f''^ cou.c nt>t oc ccct 



1 . (1959} I S OK. (SrorO TT? : (1959} SCJ. 
4SI. 

:g (1959, S C_J. I4T : f 3953- 3 .AmWak. 
rS.C.-) 67: {2959> I ^LL.J, '(S.C.) 67: flP.'S 
S-C.A- 2T9- 

' 3 .' (3952; aC.R-435 : (1952: SC.J. 365- 


4 . n 96 i i SCR. Serr' J-f 

'2.®.^; SC-R. £29: :!9-'5. SCJ. 575: 
{ISSSj ;»I.L J. .Cr! ) 727. 

6 ' 3 = 5 : 1 ' SC-R. 573: (t?;-.’ SCJ 4^: 
(3951'' 3 >5-1-5. 79. 


ij 


635 


R. C. COOPER V. UNION OF INDIA {Ray, J.). 

I have already expressed my vie%v that the Act acqiiired the entire imdertaking of 
the banks, and, therefore, there is no question of taking of cash. I have also expressed 
my view that the four disputed businesses are all svithin the business of bank, and, 
therefore, the Act is valid. 

It was said by Counsel for the petitioner that the word ‘ compensation ’ in 
Article gr (2) tras* given the meaning of just equivalent in earlier decisions of this 
Court and since the word ‘compensation ’ was retained in Article 31 (2) after the 
Constitution Fourth Amendment Act, 1955 there was no change in the meaning 
of the expression ‘ compensation ' and it tvould have the same meaning of just 
■equivalent. In \dew of the fact that after the Constitution Fourth Amendment 
Act the question of adequacy of compensation is not justiciable it was said by 
Counsel for the petitioner that the only question for Courts is whether the late aimed 
at just equivalent. Counsel for the petitioner relied on the decision of this Court 
in VqjTovela Madaliar v. Special Deputy Collector, Madras and another'^ and submitted 
that the decision in State of Gujarat v. Skantilal Mangaldas~, was a tvTong interpret- 
tion of Article 31 (2). 

The Attorney General on the other hand contended first that after the Consti- 
tution Fourth Amendment Act, Article gt (2) enacted that no late shall be ca led 
in question on the ground tliat the compensation provided by that law' is not adequate 
and therefore compensation in that Article could not mean just equivalent. It was 
also said that Article 31 (2) refers to a law which prowde for compensation and not 
to a lasv" 'which aims at just equivalent. Secondly, it tvas said that the whole of 
Article 31 (2) had to be read and the meaning of the srord ‘ compensation ’ in the 
first limb was to be undertsood by reference to the second bmb and if the petitioner’s 
arguments were accepted the Constitution would read that unless law provided 
lor a just equivalent it shall be called in question. It seas, therefore, said by the 
Attomcv General that if just equivalent was to be aimed at the second limb of 
Article *31 (2), namely, that inadequacy -tvould not be questioned trould become 
redundant and meaningless. If the law enjoined that there was to be compensation 
and either principle for determination of compensation or amount of compensation 
teas fixed the Court could not go into the question of adequacy or reasonableness 
■of compensation and the Court could not also go into the question of result of appli- 
■cation, proprietv of principle or reasonableness of the compensation. 

In Vajravela Mudlaiar's case\ this Court referred to . the decision of Bela 
Banerjee's case^, case where it was held that compensation in Article 31 (2) meant 
just equivalent or full indemnification. In I'ajravelii Madaliar' s case^, it sras con- 
tended that the Land Acquisition Madras Amendment Act, 1961 had provided lor 
acquisition of land for housing schemes and laid down principles for compensation 
•different from those prescribed in the Land Acquisition Act, 1894 and thereby 
Article 31 (2) was infHnged because the Act did not provide for paj’ment of compen- 
sation within the meaning of Article 31 (2). Subba Rao, J., speaking for the Court 
said that if the terms ‘ compensation ’ had received judicial interpretation it must 
be assumed that the term was used in the sense in svhich it had been judicially 
interpreted unless a contrary intention appeared. That is how reference tvas 
made to the decision of this Court in Bela Banerjee's case^, to emphasise that a law 
for requisition or acquisition should prowde for a just equivalent of trhat the bssTier 
ha.s been deprived of. Subba Rao, J.. then dealt with the clause excluding the 
jurisdiction of the Court where the tvord ' compensation ’ was used and said at page 
62 7 of the Report : 

“ The argument tliat the word ' compensation ’ means ‘just cquh-alent ’ for 
the property acquired, and, therefore, the Court can ascertain whether it 
is just equivalent or not makes the amendment of the Constitution nugatory. It 

1. (I9«]2S.CU.703 :(I96412M.LJ.(S.C.) 59 : (1969) 2 An. WJi. (S.C.) 59 : A.I.R. 1969 

173 : (19S41 2 An.W.R. {S.C.) 173 : (1965) 1 S.C. 634. 

S.CR 6 I 4 ; 3. (1954) S.C.R. 558 : (1954) S.C.J. 95 : 

2. (1969}2S.CJ.322:(1969)2M.L-J.(S.C.) (1954) 1 M.LJ. 162. 
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.Therefore, a more reasonable imerprelation is that 

'S' ' j“' "J'h'-nlenf nor .he^S. 

ibted onLTtSpri'f’*®”'" 

or Slue of valuation, namely, estimate by engineer 

u'ith the resul* that ^ similar others 

v'ouldSeverthewSS ^ principle might give a Iiigher value but they 

be dSeminSIn.^ S in which the compensation has to 

S eSc ??r of adequacy. In 

tion which are Tint t ^ ^J’s dotra principles for determining compensa- 

at or ahmu^le^- relevant to the property acquired or to the value of the property 
rnmnlateH k' be Said that these arc not principles con- 

hSab % S-> TWswasiUustiatedbysayingthatifaLs- that 

acqnred it rrould be valued as an agricvlt^l land or though it is 
enUr -e ^ ^950 its valuc in 1930 shouJd be given and though loo acres are acquired 
j ' ^ acres wiU be paid for, these would not enter the question or area of 

rule which was laid dou-n in Fqfrarek Afudaliar^s 
case , IS that the law may prescribe compensation which is illusorv'. To illustrate a 
pr^CTty worth a lakh of rupees might be paid for at the sum of Rs. too and the 
q ion in hat context tvould not relate to the adequacy of compensation because 
there was no compensation. at all. ^ 

Tsvo broad propositions which were laid dossm in IV^la Mnddiar's cass^ 
are tnes^ First, if principles are not rele%rant to the property acquired or not rele- 
vant to the value of the property at or about the time it is acquired, these arc not 
relevant principles . The second proposition is that if a laiv prescribes a compensa- 
lon which is illusory the Court could question Jt Oh the ground that it is not com- 
pensation at all. 


^ In the case of Shanlilal Mangaldas^ the Bombay Tossm Planning Act of 1950 
which svas repealed by the Bombay Town Planning Act of 1955 came up for consi- 
deration. There s\*as a challenge to the Bombay Act of ig55 on the ground of 
infringement of Article 31 (2) of the Constitution. Section 53 of the Bombay Act 
contemplated transfer of oivnership bylaw from private osimers To the local authority. 
It was argued that under section 53 of the Bombay Act when a plot ^vas reconstituted 
^_d out of that plot a smaller area ■was given to the ovuier and the remaining arc was 
utilised for public purpose the area so utilised vested in the local authority for a public 
purpose, but the Act did not provide for giving compensation is’hich was a just 
equivalent of the land expropriated at the date of extinction of interest and therefore 
Article 31 (2) ^s'as infringed. It was a’so argued that -when the final scheme was 
framed in lieu of the ouTiership of the original plot and compensation in moncj’ -was 
determined in respect of the land appropriated to public purpose such a scheme 
for compensation violated Article 31 (2) because compensation (or the entire land teas 
not provided and secondly pajment of compensation In money teas not provid- 
ed in respect of the land appropriated to public use. 

Shah, J,, speaking for the Court in the case of Shanlilal Mangaldas’, said that the 
decision of this Court in the cases o^ Bela Banerjee'^, and Subodh Gopd Bose*, “raised 
more problems tlian tliey solved”, because the Court did not indicate the meaning of 
just equivalent and ‘h't svas easier to state what ivas not just equivalent than to define 
what ajust equivalent was,” In this state of lasv Article 31 was amended by Consti- 
tution Fourth Amendment Act, 1955. Shah, J,, said first that adequacy of compen- 
sation fixed by the Legislature or awarded according to principles specified by the 
Legislature is not justifiable and 'secondly if the amount of compensation is fixed 
it cannot be challenged apart from a plea of abuse of legislative power because 


t. (1964) 2 S-C-T. 703 : (196t) 2 M.LJ. (S.C.) 59 : (1969) 2 An.W.R. (S.C.) 59 : A.IR- 
(SC) 173 : (1954) 2 An W.R. (S.C-) 373 : 1969 S.C. 634. 

(1965) 1 S C.R. 614. 3. (1954) S CJ. 95. 

2. (1959) 2 S.CJ. 322 : (1969) 2 M.LJ. 4. (1954) S CJ. 127. 



637 


IJ. R. C. COOPER V. UNION OF INDIA 

othervs'ise it ^vould. be a challenge to the adequacy of compensation. In Shantilal 
Mangaldas’s case^, Shah, J., also said that the compensation fixed or determined on 
principles specified by the Legislature cannot be challeged on the indefinite plea that 
it is not a just or fair equivalent. Shah, J., further said that principles of compen- 
sation could not be challenged on the plea that what ■was awarded as a result of the 
application of those principles was not just or fair compensation. 

If the quantum of compensation fixed by the Legislature is not liable to be 
challenged before the Court on the ground that it is not a just equivalent the prin- 

ciples specified for determination of compensation will a' so not be open to challenge 

on the plea that the compensation determined by the application of these principles 
is not a just equivalent. The right declared by the Constitution guarantees compen- 
sation before a person is compulsorily expropriated of the property for public 
purpose. Principles may be challenged on the ground that they are not relevant to 
the property acquired or the time of acquisition of the property but not on the plea 
that the principles are not relevant to the determination of a fair or just equiva- 
lent of the property acquired. A challenge to the statute that a principle specified 
by it does not provide or award a just equivalent wifi, be a clear violation of the 
Constitutional declaration that inadequacy of compensation provided for is not 
justifiable. 

Shah, J., referred to the decision of this Court in the case of Union of India v. 
The Metal Corporation of India Ltd., and another^, and expressed disagreement with the 
following view expressed in the Me/aZ case- “the law to justify itself has 

to provide a payment of just equivalent to the land acquired or lay do^vn principles 
which rvill lead to that result. If the principles laid down are relevant to the 
fixation of compensation and are not arbitrary the adequacy of the resultant pro- 
duct cannot be questioned in the Court of law. The validity of the principles judged 
by the above tests falls within judicial scrutiny and if they stand the test the adequacy 
of the product faUs outside justification ”. In Metal Corporation case^ compensa- 
tion was to be equated to the cost price in the case of unused machinery in good 
condition and -written down value as undertsood in income-tax law rvas to be the 
value of the used maclunery and both were said to be irrelevant to the fixation of 
the value of machinery as on the date of acquisition. Shah, J., speaking for the 
Court expressed inability to agree with that part of the judgment and then said “ the 
Parliament has specified the principles for determining compensation of undertaking 
of the company. The principles expressly related to the determination of compensa- 
tion payable in respect of unused machinery in good condition and used machinery. 
The principles were not irrelevant to the determination of compensation and the 
compensation was not illusory ”. If what is specified is a principle for determina- 
tion of compensation the challenge to that principle on the ground that a just equi- 
valent is not reached is barred by the plain words of Article 31 (2) of the Constitu- 
tion. 

These two decisions have one feature in common, namely, that if compensa- 
tion is illusorj' the Court will be able to go into it. By the word “illusory” is meant 
something which is obvious, patent and shocking. If for a property worth Rs. i lakh 
compensation is fixed at Rs. 100 that would be illusory. One need not be astute 
to find out as to ^vhat ^TOuld be at sight illusor>\ Furthei-more, illusorincss must 
be in rspcct of the whole property and there cannot be illusoriness as to part in regard 
to the amount fi.xed or the result of application of principles laid dorsm. 

When principles arc laid dossm in a statute for determination of compensation 
all that the Court will see is whether those principles arc relevant for determina- 
tion of compensation. The relevancy is to compensation and not to adequacy. 
I am unable to hold that -vvhen the rcle\'ant principle set out is “ascertained value” 
the petitioner could yet contend that market value should be the principle It would 
really be going into adequaej’’ of compensation by preferring the merits of the 
principle to those of the other for the oblique purpose of arriving at what is suggest- 
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ed to be just equh^alent. To my mind it is tmthinkable that the Legislature after 
the C 3 onstitution Fourth Amendment Act intended that the word ‘compensation’ 
would mean just equivalent w'hen the Legislature put a baron challenge to the ade- 
quacy of compensation. Just compensation cannot be inadequate and anything 
which is impeached as unjust or imfair is impinging on adequacj'. Therefore, just 
equivalent cannot be the criterion in finding out whether the principles are relerant 
to compensation or whether compensation is illusor\% In Fajrarela MudaliaFs case\ 
the Court noticed continuous rise in land price but accepted an average price of 5 
years as a principle. An average price over 5 years in the teeth of a continued rise in 
price would not aim at just equivalent according to the petitioner’s contention 
there. Again potential value of land which u-as excluded in the Act in Vajrcvcla 
Mndaliar's case^, was said there to pertain to the method of ascertaining compensation 
and its exclusion resulting in inadequact' of compensation. I am, therefore, of 
opinion that if the amount fixed is not obviously and shockingly illusory' or the prin- 
ciples are relevant to determination of compensation, namely, they are principles 
in relation to property acquired or are principles relevant to the time of acquisition 
of property' there is no infraction of Article 31 (2) and the owner cannot impeach 
it on the grotmd of ‘just equivalent’ of the property acquired. 

Counsel on behalf of the petitioner contended that section 6 of the 1969 Act 
■was an infi:action of Article 31 {2) on those grounds. First, no time limit was men- 
tioned with regard to payment of compensation is section 6 (i) ; secondly', section 
6 (6) was an unreasonable restriction ; thirdly', the four disputed businesses arc not 
subject-matter of acquisition for public purpose ; fourthly, debentures cannot be 
subject-matter of acquisition; fifthly, currency notes, cash, coins cannot be subje^ 
matter of acquisition. It was said that securities and cash tdxich arc maintained 
under section 42 of the Resert'e Bank Act,i934 and section 24 of the 1949 Act can be 
taken but reserves and investments and shareholders’ accumulated past profits cam 
not be subject-matter of acquisition and finally undertaking is not property' and each 
asset is to be paid for. 

Section 6 (i) of the Act provides for payment of compensation if it can be fixed 
by agreement and if agreement cannot be reached there shall be reference to a 
tribunal. There is no question of time witHn which agre-ement is to be reached or 
determination is to be made by' a tribunal. 

Section 6 (6) relates to interim pay'ment of “one lialf of the amount of paid up 
sliare capital ” and any existing bank may apply' to the Central Govemmem lor 
such payment before the expiry of 3 months or within such further lime not Receding 
3 months as the Central Government may' by' notification specify'. If the bank v.t 
apply the Government will pay the money' only if the bank agrees to pay o 
shareholders. Section 6 (6) is a pro^■ision for the benefit of the bank and the snare- 
holders. There is no uiucasonablencss in it. 

I have already' held that the four disputed businesses come uithin the I^tim^e 
business of banks and therefore they' are valid subject-matter of acquisit;on. o 
acquisition or requisition of the undertaking of the banking company i^ coinp^ci 
or comprehensive without all businesses tehich are incidental and conducive to ' 
entire business of the bank. 

The entire undertaking is the subject-matter of acquisition and coJr^cr^sahoJ^ 
is to be paid for the undertaking and not for each of the assets of the undcrtal-_n,^ 
There is no uniform established principle for valuing an undertaking as ^ 
concern but the usual principle is assets minus liabilities. If it be suggestea ^ 
no compensation lias been provided for any particular asset tliat will be qusnon^ 
adequacy' of compensation because compensation has been provided for the , 
undertaking. The compensation provided for the undc-rtalang cannot be ca 
illusory because in the present case principles have been laid dou'n. Ttic bcco. 
Schedule of the Act of 1969 deals srith the principles of compensat:on for the un ^ ^ 
taking. The Second Schedule is in two parts. Part.I relates to assets ana i 
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relates to liabilities. The compensation to be paid shall be equal to the sum total 
of the value of assets calculated in accordance ^vith the provisions of Part I less 
the S lim total of liabilities computed and obligations of existing banks calculated in 
accordance with the provisions of Part II, In Part I assets are enumerated. 

Counsel for the petitioner contended that with regard to assets either there w’as 
no principle or the principle svus irrelevant or the compensation w’as iUusoi^’ or it 
was not just equivalent. As to secmities, shares, debentures Part I (c) Explanation (iv) 
■was criticised on the ground that thc-re was no principle because period w’as not 
fixed and was left to be determined by some other authority. Explanations (la) and 
(r) to Part I (c) will be operative only when market value of shares, debentures is not 
considered reasonable by reason of its having been affected by abnormal factors 
or when market value of shares debentures is not ascertainable. In the former case 
the basis of average market value over any reasonable period and in the latter case 
the dividend paid during 5 years and other relevant factors will be considered. In 
both cases principles have been laid down, namely, how valuation w’Ul be made 
taking into account various factors and these principles arc relevant to determina- 
tion of compensation for the property. 

Part I (c) Explanation I was criticised by Counsel for the petitioner to be an 
instance of value being brought down from ‘ just equivalent’. Part I (c) Explanation 
I states that value shall be deemed to be market value of land or buildings, but 
where such market value exceeds the ascertained values determined in the manner 
specified in Explanation, a it shall be deemed to mean such ascertained, value. This 
criticism suggests that compensation should be just equivalent meaning thereby 
that what is given is not just and, therefore, indirectly it is chaUenging the 
adequacy. In Vajraveln Madaliars case\ there was a provision for compensation on 
the basis* of the market value on the date of the notification or on the basis of average 
market value during past 5 years whichever tvas less. That principle tvas not 
held to be bad. The otsuer of the property is not entitled to just equivalent. 
Explanation 1 lays dowm the principle. Market value is not the only principle. 
That is why the Constitution has left the laying dotm of the principles to the Legis- 
lature. Ascerta.ined value is a relevant and sound principle based on capitalisation 
method which is accepted for valuation of land and properties. 

It was next said by Counsel for the petitioner that Explanation 2 (i) in 
Part I was an irrelevant principle because it was a concept borro'wed from Income- 
tax Act for calculating income and not capital value. It was said that 12 times the 
annual rent was not a relevant principle and was not an absolute rule and compensa- 
tion might be illusor\’. It -wns also said that Explanation 2 (i) ■would be irrelevant 
where 2 plots ^^•cre side by side, one w’ith building and the other vacant land 
because the latter -^s'ould get more titan the former and in the former standard rent 
\sas applied and the value of land w'as ignored and therefore it was an irrelevant 
principle. That will not be illusoriness. Standard rent necessarily takes into 
account \-aluc of land on which the building is situated because no rent can be 
thought of without a building situated on a plot of land. Article 31 (2) docs not 
enjoin the pasment of full or just equi\-alcnt or the payment of market value of land 
and buildings. Tltcrc shotdd be a relevant principl'c for determining compensa- 
tion for the property acquired. Capitalisation method is not available for land 
because land is not generally let out. If rental method be applied to land the value 
may belittle. In any event, it is a principle relevant to determination of compen 
sation. Furthermore there was no case in the petition that there was land with 
building side by side with vacant land. 

Another criticism with regardto Explanation 2 (i) (/) was that amount required 
for repairs winch teas to be deducted in finding out ascertained \-aluc should not be 
deduct^ against capital value. I am unable to accept the contention because this 
deduction on account of maintenance and repairs is essential in the capitalisation 
method. It was next said by Counsel for the petitioner that Explanation 2 (i) (ii) 
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■^vh^ch sp^ks of deduction of insurance premium would reduce the value. 
Insurance ss’ould also be an essential deduction in the capita usation method and it 
■could not be assumed that the bank would insure for a value higher than sehat seas 
necessary. Annual rent svould also vary in different buildings. Amounts mentioned 
in Explanations 2 (i) (:'«) and (iv) svere said on beha'f of the petitioner not to be 
•deductible against capital value because annual charge or ground rent would be 
paid from income. These relate to Municipal tax and ground rent svhich are also 
taken into consideration in capitalisation method. Pa\-ment of tax or ground rent 
may be out of income but these have to be provided for in ascertaining saluc of the 
baildmg under the capitalisation method. 

Explanation 2 (i) (oi) svhich speaks of deduction of interest on borrowed capital 
^vi^h which any building was constructed was said to be included twee, namely, 
under Explanation a (i) (vi) and also under liabilities in Part II. Explanation 2 in 
Part I which relates to finding out ascertained value of building enacts that where 
building is tvholly occupied 12 times the annual rent or the rent at which the building 
may be expected to let out less deductions mentioned therein would be the ascer- 
tained vafoe. Th^sc deductions are made to arrive at the \'alue of the biulding under 
the capitalisation method to find out how much will be paid in the shape of interest 
-on mortgage or borrotved capital. Interest on mortgage or borrotved capital uUl 
bf* one of the deductions in ca'culating outgoing under capitab'sation method. In Part 
II. th" liabi'ities arc those existing at the commencement of the Act and contingent 
liabifitics which th'' corresponding new bank may reasonably be e.xpected to be 
required to mact out of its own resources on or after the commencement of the Act. 
Interest parable on mortgage or borrowed capital at or after the commencement of 
the Ac* will not be taken into account as outgoings deducted under capitalisa- 
tion method. 

Explanation 2 (2) %v >.s criticised by Counsel for the petitioner on the ground that 
plinth area related to the floor area and if a floor was not occupied the plinth area 
thereof as’as not taken into account. Explanation 2 (i) relates to determination of 
compensation by finding out ascertained value in the case of building which is tvholly 
■occupied. Explanation 2 (2) relates to the case of a building which is partially 
•occupied. Explanadon 2 (3) refers to land on -which no building is erected or ■\vhich 
is not appurtenant to any building. In the case of partial occupation Explanation 
2 (2) sets out the principle of compensation of partia’Iy occupied building. Again 
in Explanation 2 (3) the criticism on behalf of the petitioner that if there is a garage 
■or one storeyed structure the principle will not apply is explained on the ground that 
the e.xpression ‘appurtenant’ means land belonging to the premises. Ifthcrcisa 
small garage or a one storeyed building theland -srilJ not be appurtenant to the garage 
or building. 

Gaunsel for the petitioner contended that Part i (fi) which spoke of market or 
rea’isable vafoe of other assets did not include goodwill, benefit of contract, agencies 
claims in litigation, and, therefore, there was no compensation for these. Part i 
is a residuary provision. INTiatea-er appears in books -would be included. 
Goodwill does not appear in the books. Goodwill may arise when an^ undertaking 
is Sold as a going concern. The contention as to exclusion of goodwill goes to the 
■question of adequacy and will not vitiate the principle of -valuation which lias b«n 
laid down. Reference may be made to Schedule W of the Companies .A.ct v.Iiich 
refers to goodwill und^er Fix id Assets but the Bank’ng Regulation Act, 194.9 docs 
not contain goodwill under property and assets. 

Goodwill in the words of Lord E’den in Cmllwell v. Ly:^, means "the probabili'y 
■that the old custom-trs will resort to the old place The term ‘ goodwill’ is gencra.- 
ly used to denote the benefit arising from connection and reputation. \Mi'-thcr or 
not the goodwill has a saleable value the question of fact is to be determined in racn 
■case. Upon sale of a business there may be restriction as to user of the name 
■business sold. That is another aspect of sale of goodwill of a business. The ^4 
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banks carried on business xmder licence by reason of section 22 of the Act of 1949. 
The concept of sale in such a situation is unreal. Fru-thermore, the possibility of 
nationalisation of undertakings like banks carmot be ruled out. Possibility of nation- 
alisation ^vill affect the value of goodwill. In the case of compulsory acquisition it is 
of grave doubt whether goodwill passes to the acquiring authority. No facts have 
been pleaded in the petition to show as to what goodwill the bank has. Good^s•ill 
is not shown in assets. In the present case the names of the 14 banks and the corres- 
ponding new banks are not the same and it carmot therefore be said that any goodwill 
has been transferred. The 14 banks will be able to carry on business other than 
banking in their names. Again under the Act compensation is being paid for the 
assets and secret reserves svhich arc provided for by depreciating the value of 
assets will also be taken into accoimt. Any challenge as to compensation for good-will 
falls within the area of adequacy. 


As to Part II of the Schedule Counsel for the petitioner said that liabilities not 
appearing in the books -^vould be deducted but in the case of assets only those appear- 
ing in the books -will be taken into accoimt. Nothing has been shoivn in the petition 
that there are assets apart from those appearing in the books. It would not be 
appropriate to speak of liabilities like current income-tax liability, gratuity, bonus 
claims as liabilities appearing in the books. 

It ivas said on behalf of the petitioner that interest from the date of acquisition 
•was not provided for. That would again appertain to the adequacy of compensa- 
tion. Furthermore, interest has been provided for under section 6 (3) (a), (b) of 
the 1969 Act. It was also said that if there was a large scale sale of promissorj' notes 
or stock certificates the .value woiJd depreciate. Possibility of depreciation does 
not vitiate the principle or constitutionality of a measure. 

The principles which have been set out in the 1 969 Act are releiant to the deter- 
mination of compensation. \\Tien it is said that principles irill have to be rclciant 
to the compensation, the relevancy ivill not be as to adequacy of compensation but 
to the property acquired and the time of acquisition. It may be that adoption of one 
principle may" confer lesser sum of money than another but that will not be a ground 
for saying that the principle is not relevant. The criticism on behalf of the peti- 
tioner that compensation was illusory is utterly unmeritorious. ; 

The Attorney-General contended that even if Article 19 (i) (f) or 19 (i) (g) 
applied, the 1969* Act would be upheld as_a reasonable restriction in the interest 
of the general public. It is said that social control scheme is a constitutional ivay 
of fulfiUrng the Directive Principles of State Policy. The 14 banks paid a total of 
4.35 crores of rupees as dividend in 1968. This amount is said in the afiidavit of the 
respondent not to be of great sigriificancc midthatthc bank should expand and attract 
more deposits. The comparative position of India along with other countries is 
focussed in the study group Report referred to in the r^davit in opposition. Commer- 
cial bank deposits and credit as proportion of ^tional income form hardly 14 per 
cent, and 10 per cent, respectively in India as against 84 per cent, and 19 per* cent, in 
Japan, 56 percent, and 36 per cent, in U.S. A. 49 per cent, and 29 per cent, in Canada 
whereas the average population servedin India by banks is as high as 73,000 as against 
4000 in U.S..A.. and Canada and 15,000 in Japan. Then it is said that more than 
4/5th of the credit goes to industiy and commerce,^ retail has about 2 per cent and 
agriculture less than i per cent. Small borrowers it is said have no facilities. It is 
said tliat institutional credit is virtually non-e.xistcnt in relation To small borrowers. 
Tlie suggestion is that there is floiv of resources from smaller to larger population and" 
from rural to urban centres. There arc many places which have no banks. In 
■different States there is uneven spread of banking offices. There is greater 
■expansion in urban banking. 5 major cities arc said to ha\-e 46 per cent, deposit 
but 65 per cent, credit. Banks aremorc dci-eloped in States which arc cconomicallv 
■and socially ads-unced but even in siich developed States banks arc sparsclv located. 
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India is a predominantly agricultural country and one-half of national income 
53'2 cent, is from agriculture. Out of-5, 64,000 villages only 5000 are served 
by banks. Not even i per cent, have bank facilities. Credit requirements for 
agriculture are of great importance. Agriculturists have. 34 per cent, credit from 
Go-operatives, 5 per cent, from banks and the rest from money lenders. The require- 
ments are said to be Rs. 2,000 crores for agriculturists. The small-scale industries 
are said to employ one-third of the total industrial population and 40 per cent of 
the industrial workers are in small scale industries. Banks will have to meet their 
needs. Small artisans and retail trade have all need for credit. It is said that barely 
1 .8 per cent, of the total bank advances goes to small-scale industries. It is said in the 
affidavit that the policy of the Government is to take up direct management of credit 
resources for massive expansion of branches, vigorous principles for mobilisation of 
deposits and rvide range programme to fill the credit gaps of agriculture, small-scale 
industries, small artisans, retail trade and consumer credit. This policy can be 
achieved only by direct management by State and not merely by social control. 
Almost all the banks are in favour of large-scale industry. This direct control and 
expansion of bank credit is intended to make available deposit resources and 
expand the same to serve the country in the light of Directive Principles. These are 
the various reasons %vhich are rightly said by the Attorney General to be reasonable 
restrictions in the interest of the general public. I wish to make it clear that in 
my opinion Articles 19 (i) (f) and (g) do not at all enter the domain of Article 31 (2) 
because a legislation for acquisition and requisition of property for public purpose 
is not required to be tested again on the touchstone of reasonableness of restriction. 
Such reasonable restriction is inherent and implicit in public purpose. That is why 
public purpose is dealt with separately in Article 31 (2). 


The validity of the Ordinance of 1969 was challenged by contending tliat the 
satisfaction of the President under Article 123 was open to challenge in a Court ofla^v 
Itwassaid that the satisfaction of the President was objective and not subjective. The 
power of the President under Article 123 of the Constitution to promulgate Ordinances 
is whenboth the Houses of Parliament are not in session and thispo^ver is co-extensive 
with that of the Legislature and the President exercises this po^ver when he is satisfied 
that circumstances exist which render it necessary for him to take immediate action. 
The power of promulgating Ordinance is of historical antiquity and it has under- 
gone change from time to time. In the East India Company Act, 1773 under sec- 
tion 36 the Governor-General could promulgate Ordinance. The Indian Councils 
Act, 1861 by section 23 thereof provided that the Governor-General in case of 
emergency may promulgate an Ordinance for the peace and good Government of 
the territories. The Government of India Act, 1915 provided in section 72 that the 
Governor-General could promulgate Ordinances for the peace and good Government, 
The Government of India Act, 1935 by sections 42, 43 and 45 conferred power on the 
Governor-General to promulgate Ordinances and sections 88 and 89 conferred a 
similar povv'er on the Governor. Article 123 of the Constitution is really based 
on section 42 of the Government of India Act, 1935 and Article 213 which rcltcs to 
the power of the Governor in the States is based on section 88 of the Government of 
India Act, 1935. 

■ It has been held in several decisions like Bhagal Singh's case'^ and Sibnaih 
Bancriee's case" that tlie Governor-Gcneal is tlic sole Judge as to whether an emer- 
gency exists or not. The Federal Court in Laklii Narain Singh's case^, took a similar 
view that the Governor-General was the sole Judge of the State of emergency for 
promulgating Ordinances. 

The sole question is whether the power of tlic President in Article 123 is open 
to iudicial scrutiny. It was said by Counsel for the petitioner that the Court would go 
into the question as to whether the President was satisfied that circumstances cxistm 
which rendered it necessary for the President to promulgate an Ordinance. Litnsiige's 
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case'^ •was relied upon by Counsel forthe petitioner. That case interpreted the ^vords 
reasonable cause to believe”. It is obvious that ■vvhen the -words used are “reason- 
able cause to believe ” it is to be found out whether the caiise itself has reason 
to support it and the Court goes into the question of ascertaining reasons. In 
Liversidg^s cast'^ it was said that the words “ has reasons to believe ” meant an 
objective belief whereas the words “ if it appears ” or “ if satisfied ” would be a sub- 
jective satisfaction. 

The -words “ if it appears ” came up for consideration in t\vo English cases of 
Ayr CoUieries-, and the Garltona^, and the decision -^s-as that it was not svithin the 
province of the Court to enquire into the reasonableness of the policy. 

The interpretation of Article 123 is to be made first on the language of the Article 
and secondly the context in -^vhich that power is reposed in the President. WTien 
power is conferred on the President to promulgate Ordinances the satisfaction of the 
President is subjective for these reasons. The power in Article 123 is vested in the 
President who is the executive head and the circmnstances contemplated in 
Article 123 are a guide to the President for exercise of such power. Parliament is not 
in session throughout the year and during the gaps between sessions the legislative 
power of promulgating Ordinance is reposed in the President in cases ofurgencs'- and 
emergency'. The President is the sole Judge whether he -^vill make the Ordinance. 
The President under Article 74 (i) of the Constitution acts on the ad\-ice of Ministers. 
Under Article 74 (2) the advice of the Ministers is not to be enquired into by any 
Court. The Jvlinisters imder Article 75 (3) are responsible to Parliament. Under 
Article 123 the Ordinances are limited in life and the Ordinance must be laid before 
Parliament and the life of the Ordinance may be lurther shortened. The President 
xmder Article 361 (i) is not ans\verable to any Court for acts done in the performance 
of his duties. The Ministers are imder oath of secrecy imder Article 75 (4) . Under 
Article 75 (3) tlie Mim'sters are collectively responsible to the House of the People, 
Under Article 78 it shall be the duty of the Prime IvEnister to furnish information to 
the President. Thepowerunder Article 123 relates to policy and to an emergency 
when immediate action is fconsidcred necessary and if any objective test is applied 
the satisfaction of the President contemplated in Article 123 -vvill be shorn of the 
posver of the President himself and as the President %vill be acting on the advice of 
Iv'linistcrs it may lead to disclosure of facts which under Article 75 (4) arc not to be 
disclosed. For these reasons it must be held that the satisfaction of the President 
is subjective. 

Counsel for the petitioner relied on the decisions of this Court in the cases of Barium 
Ghtmicals,* and Rohtas Indartrics^. In both the cases the words used in the Companies 
Act.1956 section 237(6)which came up for consideration before this Court arc to the 
effect that the Central Gov-emment may, if in the opinion of the Central Government 
there are circumstances suggesting, that the business of the company is not properly 
conducted, appoint competent persons to investigate the affairs of the company. The 
opinion which is to be formed by the Central Government under the Companies 
Act in that section is in relation to various facts and circumstances about the business 
of a company and that is ss'hy this Court came to the conclusion that the existence 
of circumstances but not the opinion was open to judicial scrutiny. This v.-as the 
vicsv of this Court in the cases oC Barium Ghemicals* and Rohtas Industries Ltd^. 

The dccislon<; in Barium Gh-:m:ra!s^, and Rohtas Industries D.d^., turned on the 
interpretation of section 237 of the Companies Act and executive acts thereunder. 
Titc language used in tliat section is ‘ in the opinion of.’ The Judicial Committee 
in the Hulli Electricity cese^, intcipreted the vrords “ the Provincial Government 
may, if in its opinion the public interest so requires, revoke a licence in any of the 
folloseing cases ” to mean th.at the relevant matter -^eas the opinion and not the 
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ground on whicli the opinion was based. This Court in the Barium Chemicals case\ 
however found that there were no materials upon tvhich the authority could form 
the requisite opinion. That is the ratio of the decision in Barium Ghtrmcah case\ 

Iti order to entitle the Central Government to taie action under section 237 
^ the Companies Actj^ ^ 95 ^ there is to be the requisite opinion of the Central 
Govemment and the circumstances should exist to suggest that the company’s 
business was being conducted as laid do'wn in sub-clause (i) or that the persons 
mentioned in sub-clause (2) were guilty of fraud, misfeas^ce or misconduct. The 
opinion of the Central Govemment sms subjective but it -vvas said that the condition 
precedent to the formation of such opinion was that there should be circumstances 
in existence and the recitals of the existence of those circumstances did not pre- 
clude the Court from going behind those recitals and determining whether in 
fact the circumstances existed and whether the Central Government in Tn?.Kny 
the order had taken into consideration any extraneous consideration. 

In the case of Rohtas Industries^, reference was made to English, Canadian 
and Neiv Zealand decisions. The Canadian decision related to potver of the L’quor 
Commission to cancel the liquor licence and it was held to be an exercise of discre- 
tion. The New Zealand decision related to the power of the Governor-General 
under the Education Act to make Regulations as “he thinks necessary' to secure 
the due administration.” It %vas held that the opinion of the Governor General, 
as to the necessity for such regulation was not reasonably tenable. These decisions 
do not deal rvith questions as to whether the satisfaction is subjective or objective. 
Of the two English decisions one related to the power of the Commissioner to make 
regulations providing for any matter for which provisions appear to them to be 
necessary for the purpose of giving effect to the provisions of the Act. The nature 
of legislation was taxation of subjects. It svas held that the authority was not the 
sole judge of what its powers were, nor of the tmy in which that power ss-as exercised. 
The words “ reasonable cause to believe,” “ reasonable grounds to beb’eve ” 
occurring in the case of Liversidge^, svere relied on to illustrate the power of the 
Court to find out as to whether the regulations was infra vires in the English case. 

The decision ofthe House of Lords in Padfieldv.MiriisleT of Agriculture, Fisheries 
and Food^, on which Counsel for the petitioner relied turned on interpretation of 
section 19 (3) ofthe Agricultural Afarketing Act which conlcmplatcd a committee 
of investigation, if the AEnister so directed, to consider and report to the AEnisf cr 
on any report made by the consumer committee and any complaint made to the 
AEnister as to the operation of any scheme which in the opinion of the AEnistcr 
could not be considered by a consumers’ committee imdcr one of the sub-sections in 
that section. The House of Lords held that the AEnistcr had full or unfettered 
•discretion but he ^vas bound to exercise it lawfully that is to say not to misdirect 
himself in law, nor to take. into accoimt irrelevant matters nor to omit relevant 
matters from consideration. That v\-as an instance of a writ of mandamus directing 
e-xercising of discretion to act on the ground that it was a power coupled with duty. 

The only vray in which the cxerdse of povs-er by the President can be 
challenged is by cstabli'hing bad faith or mala fide and corrupt motive. Bad 
faith will destroy any action. Such bad faith will be a matter to be established 
by a party’ propounding bad faith.- He should affirm the state of facts. He is 
not only to allege the same but also to prove it. In the present case there is no 
allegation of mala fide 

It was said on behalf of the petitioner that the fact that Parliament would be 
in session on 21st July, 1969 and that the Ordinance was promulgated on Saturday, 
19th July, 1969 was indicative of the fact that the Ordinance was not promulgated 


1. (1966) 2 Comp. U. 151 ; (1966) 2 3. (1941) 3 A11.E.R. 338 ; L.R. (1943) 

S.CJ. 623 ; (1966) S.CJt. (Supp.) 311. A.C 206. 
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legitimately but in a hasty manner and the President should have waited. If the 
President has power when the House is not in session he can exercise that po\s’er 
when he is satisfied that there is an emergency to take immediate action. That 
emergency may take place even a short time before Parliament goes into session. 
It will depend upon the circumstances which were before the President. The fact 
tliat the Ordinance was passed shortly before the Parliament session began does not 
show any mala fide. It was said that circumstances were not set out in the afiidavit 
and therefore the Court was deprived of examining the same. The Attorney-General 
rightly contended that it was not for the Union to furnish facts and information 
which were before President because first such information might be a State secret, 
secondly, it was for the party who alleged non-existence of circumstances to prove 
the same and thirdly the respondent was not called upon to meet any case of mala 
fide. 

It was said that no reason was sho^\'n as to what mischief could have happened 
if the Ordinance rvould not have been promulgated on the date in question but no 
reason was required to be shorvn. The statement of objects and reasons shows 
■that there was considerable speculation in the coimtry regarding Government’s 
intention -with regard to ‘ nationalisation ’ of banks during few days immediately 
before the Ordinance. In the case of Barium Chemicals^, it was said by this Court 
that if circumstances lead to tentative conclusion, that the Court would not have 
drassui a similar inference would be irrelevant. The reason is obvious that in matters 
of policy just as Parliament is the master of its province similarly the President is 
supreme and sole judge of his satisfaction on such policy matters on the advice of 
the Government. 

The locus standi of the petitioners was challenged by the Attorney-General. 
The petitions were heard on merits, I have dealt wnth all the arguments advanced. 
It is, therefore, not at all necessary to deal with this objection. 

For the reasons mentioned above, the petitions fail and are dismissed. There 
tvill be no order as to costs. 

Order — ^In accordance with the opinion of the majority Petitions Nos.^ 300 
and 298 are allowed, and it is declared that the Banking Companies (Acquisition 
and Transfer of Undertakings) Act XXII of 1969 is invalid and the action taken or 
deemed to be taken in exercise of the powers under the Act is declared 
unautliorised. Petition No. 222 is dismissed. There will be no order as to costs 
in these three petitions. 

V.K. Petition J{o. 222 dismissed ; Petitions 

Nos. 300 emd 298 allowed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri and R. S. Bachawat, JJ. 

Surja . . Appellant* 

a. 

Hardeva and others . . Respondents. 

Punjab Security of Land Tenures Act, 1953 {Punjab Act X of sections 18 (i), 18 (2) 

and and section 8 .^ of the Tenancy Act {XVJ of 1887) {Punjab) — Scope — Tenant 
enabled to purchase from the landowner the land held by him, but not included in the 
reserved area or selected area of the owner — Assistant Collector authorised to determine the 
value of the land, but he should decide first whether the land was included in the reserved 
or selected area — Financial Commissioner, if could go into the question whether the Assist- 
ant Collector had rightly assumed jurisdiction. 

Under section 18 of the Punjab Security of Land Tenures Act, 1953 (Punjab 
Act X of 1953). a tenant is only entitled to purchase land -^ehich is not incl uded 

I. (1966) 2 Comp.LJ. 151 : (1966) 2S.CJ. 263 : (1936) S.C.R.(Supp.)3I]. 
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in the res^-^ or selected area of the landotstier. Under section i8 (2) the 
Assistant Collector is only authorised to determine the value of the land after 
making such enquiries as he thiriks fit. He is not espressly authorised to go into 
the ques^n svhether the land sought to be purchased is included in the reserved 
area of the landoivner or not. But, obviously it must be the intention 
mat he should go into these questions before embarking on determining the- price. 
But by rsTongly deciding that question he carmot finally confer on himself juris- 
dic^on to deal irith the matter. In the exercise of the potvers under section 24 
n I - tvith section 84 of the Tenanej- Act, the Financial Commissioner 

md jurisdiction to go into the question svhether the Assistant Collector or Collector 
had rightly assumed jurisdiction. The Financial Commissioner did not appre- 
ciate the content of hi pots-ers of res-ision imder section 24 read ssdth section 84 of 
Tenancy Act. It rv-as obvious from the report of the Commissioner that if 
the finding arrived at by the Commissioner rvas accepted the Assistant Collector 
and the Collector had no jurisdiction. Therefore, the Financial Commissioner 
should have gone into the question tvhether the Commissioner’s report rvas 
accep^ble or not on merits. Because the Financial Commissioner had not 
gone into the jurisdictional fact whether the land sought -to be purchased by 
Suqa was part of the reserved or related area, his order dismissing the revision 
has to be set aside. 


^Appeal by Special Leave from the Order dated the 25th May, 1965 of the 
Punjab High Court in Letters Patent Appeal No. 146 of 1965. 

S, F. Gapie, Senior Advocate, {u^'aanit Lai, Advocate, rdth him), for Appel- 
lant. 

A. K. Sen, Senior Advocate, {S. C. Mohatla and A. D. Malkar, AdovczXes, tsith 
him), for Respondent No. i. 

F. C. Mahajan and iZ. L'. Sachlfi^, Advocates, for Respondents Nos. 2, 3 and 4, 

The Judgment of the Court rvas. delivered by 

Sikri J . — This appeal by Special Leave is directed against the Judgment and 
order of the High Court of Punjab in Letters Patent Appeal No. 146 of 1965 
whereby the High Court dismiss^ in limine the Letters Patent Appeal filed by the 
appellant Suija a^inst the judgment of the learned Single Judge allowing the 
svrit petition filed by the respondent, Hardeva. 

The relevant facts for determining the points raised before us are as foUois's r 
Hardeva, respondent before us, is a big landlord of village Pannhrala Mota in 
Sirsa Tahsil of Hissar District. Suija, the appellant, was an old tenant of Hardeva 
and had been cultivating the land in diqmte since about 1949. Section 18 of 
the Punjab Security of Land Tenures Act, 1953 (Punjab .\ctX of 1953) — herein- 
after referred to as the Act — entitles a tenant of a land-oiraer other than a small 
land-owner to purchase from the land-owner the land held by him, but not include 
in the reserved area of the land-owner if he satisfies the conditions laid down in 
that section. Section 18 (i) and (2) may be set out. 

“ 18 (i) Notwithstanding anj’thing to the contrary contained in any law, 
usage or contract, a tenant of a land-omier other than a small land-osmer — 

(ij who has been in continuous occupation of the land comprised in his 
tenancy for a minimum period of six years, or 

(hj who lias been restored to his tenanej- under the provisions of this Act and 
whose periods of continuous occupation of the land comprised in his tenancy 
immediately before ejectment and immediately after restoration of his tenancy 
together amounts to six years or more, or 

(in) who tv.ts ejected from his tenancy after the 14th day of .August, IQ_ 47 > 
and before the commencement of this .Act, and tvho tvas in continuous occupation 
of the land comprised in his tenancy for a period of si.x years or more immedi- 
ately before his ejectment. 



SURJA V. HAEDEVA iSikri, J.). 


647 


tj 


shall be entitled to purchase from the land-o\vner the land so held by him but not 
included in the reserved area of the land-owmer, in the case of a tenant falling 
■vvithin clause (i) or clause (n) at any time, and in the case of a tenant falling %vithin 
clause (iii) \\ithin a period of one year from the date of commencement of this 
Act: 

Provided that no tenant referred to in this sub-section shall be entitled to exer- 
cise any such right in respect of the land or any portion thereof if he load sublet 
the land or the portion, as the case may be, to any other person during any period 
of his continuous occupation, unless dming that period the tenant was suffering 
from a legal disability or physical infirmity, or, if a woman, \s’as a widow or was 
unmarried: 

Provided further that if the land intended to be purchased is held by another 
tenant who is entitled to pre-empt the sale tmder the next preceding section, and 
who is not accepted by the purchasing tenant, the tenant in actual occupation 
sliaU have the right to pre-empt the sale. 

(2) A tenant desirous of pmchasing land tmder sub-section (i) shall make an 
application in tmting to an Assistant Collector of the First Grade having juris- 
diction over the land concerned, and the Assistant Collector, after giving notice 
to the land-osmer and to all other persons interested in the land and after making 
■such inquiry’as he thinks fit, shall determine the value of the land which shall be 
the average of the prices obtaining for similar land in the locality during 10 years 
immediately prcce^ng the date on which the application is made.” 

Suija accordingly applied on 5th August, 1957, to the Collector, Hissar District, 
stating that he intended to purchase the land in ^spute and that the land is outside 
the reseiv'ed area of the land-otmer. He further alleged that he had been in 
possession of the land for the last eight years. Hardeva in his svritten statement 
inter alia, stated that Suija was in possession of the land only for three or four years. 
He alleged that Suija had already 150 bighas of cultivable land. He further stated 
that the land is reserved and for that reason Surja was not entitled to purchase it. 
In his evidence before the Assistant Collector given on 25th March, 1958, Hardeva 
deposed : 

“ The land is reserved. I do not know whether the land in dispute is reserved 
or not.” 

By his order dated 31st March, 1959, the Assistant Collector, Sirsa, held that Suija 
w^ entitled to purchase the land in dispute, and, accordingly, fixed the price. 
Regarding reservation he observed: 

“ It is admitted by the respondent that they are big land-otmcrs and got this 
land reserved, but later on during his very cross examination, he denied any 
knowledge about the reservation. The respondent produced no c\ddcncc svith 
regard to having this land got reserved though they are big land-owners.” 

Hardeva thereupon filed an appeal before the Collector, and one of the grounds 
taken v\'as that the Assistant Collector erred in holding that the land in dispute was 
not reser\-cd land. The Collector, by his order dated 20th July, i960, dismissed 
the appeal. It was common groimd before him that Hardeva isas a big land-oisncr 
and that Suija had been in continuous possession of the land in dispute for more than 
six years, and the only point he determined was whether svith the addition of the 
28 bighas, and 12 bis^s-as of land which Surja had been permitted to purchase his 
total area svould exceed the permissible area or not. On this point he Jield in favour 
of Suija and accordingly dismissed the appeal. 

Hardeva then filed a rcrision before the Commissioner. In the grounds of 
revision dated 27th October, i960, various grounds were taken but there ssas no 
ground regarding rcscivation of land or selection of land under section 5-B of the 
Act. On 1st Febru.'uy, 1961, Hardeva filed an application in the Court of the 
Commissioner. In this application he stated that the entire land in dispute isas 
included in tlic permissible area selected by liim under section 5-B of the Act by 
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submitting form E . He further stated that the Financial Commissioner had 
in Aaram Singh v.Angrez Singh\ held that selection under section 5-B (i) had the 
same force as reservation under section 5 of the Act, and this disentitled Surja from 
purchasing the land in dispute. He prayed that he may be aUowed to raise the 

of selection under section 5-B (i). He stated that this plea involved a question 
oi jurisdiction and in the interest of justice he may be permitted to raise this plea 
as an additional ground of revision. 

The Commissioner allowed the ground to betaken but as Surja’s Counsel suspec- 
ted the bona fide of the selection, the Commissioner sent for the original file and 
he satisfied himself, after examining the original form “ g ” and the afiidavit 
in relation to form “ g ”, that Hardeva had duly submitted the selection document 
to the Collector within time on 19th June, 1938. It appears that the Financial 
Commissioner had held in Dhanpat Rai v. State of Punjab^, that the period of six 
months allowed by section 5-B for making selection would start from 22nd March, 
1958) the date when the Punjab Government Notification prescribing the form 
■was issued. The Commissioner felt that the selected land could not be purchased 
under section 18 by the tenant. He accordingly submitted the case to the Financial 
Commissioner with the recommendation that the revision petition be accepted and 
that the orders of the Assistant Collector and the Collector be set aside. 

The Financial Commissioner dismissed the revision. He held that as Hardeva 
had not put forward the plea of selection before the Assistant, Collector or the Collec- 
tor he could not be allowed to do so at that stage. He observed: 

“ In other words the consideration that reservation of area under section 5 and 
selection of area under section 5-B are identical in their effect has no relevance in 
the present cases for the reasons that it was never claimed (except in revision) 
that the area had been selected under section 5-B. If such a claim had been made 
and substantiated, theposition would have been different, but since this was not 
done, the decision against the petitioner cannot be challenged. It is also clear 
that there is no question in these cases of the authorities concerned having acted 
without jurisdiction or having exercised it with illegality or material irregularity 
which alone could justify interference in rmsion.” 

Hardeva then filed. a petition Under Articles 226 and 227 of the Constitution. 
The High Court held that the Financial Commissioner shmild have accepted the 
recommendation made by the Commissioner and accordingly allowed the petition 
and declared that Surja was not entitled to purchase the land in dispute selected 
by the land-b'vvner imder the provisions of section 5-B of the Act. The Icarnc-d 
Single Judge was of the view that the disputed question relates to jurisdiction and 
went to the root of the whole matter. 

It appears that there was some dispute before the learned Single Judge about 
the date of the selection, because the learned Judge observed: 

" There is a slight dispute on the question whether the intimation of selection 
was given on 19th or 20th of June, 1958.” 

He, however, preferred to accept the finding of the learned Commissioner on the 
point and gave the land-owner the benefit of it. He further observed tliat the 
question could not have been raised before the Assistant Collector and the Collector 
because “ the prevailing vimv up till i960 appears to have been tliat the selected 
area had not been equated with the reserved area ” and it was because of this that 
Hardeva had not placed it before the Assistant Collector and the Collector although 
he had placed the point that the area was part of the reserved area. 

Tt seems to us that the High Court was right in holding that the quest ion whether 
the land sought to be purchased by Surja was part of the reserved or selected area 
was a jurisdictional fact. Under section 18 of the Act a tenant is only entitled to 
purchase land which is not included in the reserv'ed or selected area of the land- 
owner. Under section 18 (2) the Assistant Collector is only authorised to deier- 
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mine the value of the land after making such enquiries as he thinks fit. He is n<rt 
authonsedesairesslv to go into the question whether the land sought to be pufC^ecL 
is included mthe r^erv^ or selected area of the land-otvner or not. But, obv.ously 
it must be the intention that he should go into these questions before embarldng on 
determining: the price. But by wrongly deciding that question he cannot finally 
confer on himself jurisdiction to deal with the matter. In exercise of the potvCT^ 
under section 24 of the Act. read with section 84. of the Tenancy Act, the Fin^cial 
Commissioner lid jurisdicticn to go into the question whether the Assistant Collec-- 
tor or the Collector had rightly assumed jurisdiction. 

It was ursed before us that the orders of the Assistant Collector and the Collec- 
tor were finaf and could not be assailed on the ground that ^ey _ had -^vrongly 
jnTT^fiTrrTrvn- F-cliance "was placed on authorities like Rci BtzJz Ihy JCfishrm v._ 
S. K. v/here this Court referred to Qneer. v. Covimissior^rs for Special Purposes 

cf frncTar-icx-, and Colordcl Bark of Aasfrclia v. IVlllcrk. That was a case of a suit 
whereby the order of the Commissioner under the Bihar Buildings (Lease, Rent 
and Eviction) Control Act. 1947 (section ii) was sought to be declared illegal, 
cllra vires aur? without jurisdiction, but we are concerned •with the revisional po-iven 
of the Financial Commissioner -^vliichis 'thesame as that of the High Co'urt. As obser- 
ved by Kapur, J., speaHng for the Court, in Ghcahe jagdish Prasad v. Ghaiarvedi* 
these have no application to the exercise of recisional potver. He observed : 

The appellant hlso relied on Rai Brij Rci Kriskaa v. S.K. Shaw cad Brothers^, 
%vhere this Court quoted -vrith approval the observations of Lord Esher in 
Qerm v. Ccrwdssior^ for Special Parpases of the Irsorr.e-tcx- and Golcnial Bank of 
AsTtrdia v. l^llark, where Su James Colville said : — 

*' Acxordingly the authorities establish that an adjudication by a Judge 

having jurisdiction over the subject-matter is, if no defect appears on the face 
of it, to be as conclusive of the facts stated therein and that the Co'urt 
of Queen’s Bench -vvill not on ceriicreri quash such an adjudication on the ground 
that any such fact, hou'ever, essential, has been erroneously fotmd.” 

But these observations can have no application to the judgment of the Additional 
Civil Judge whose jurisdiction in. the present case is to be determined by the provi- 
sions of section 5 (4) of the Act. And the power of the High Court to correct 
questions of jurisdiction is to be found ivithin the fo'ur comers of section 115. IT 
there is an error which falls vs-ithin this section the High Court will have the 
povrer to interfere, not otherwise. 

The only question to be decided in the instant case is as to ■^^•hether the High 
Court had correctly interfered imder section 115 of the Code of Civil Procedure 
with the order of the Civil Judge. As we have held above, at the instance of the- 
landlord the suit v.-as only maintainable if it v\-as based on the inadequaej* of the 
reasonable annual rent and for that purpose the necessary jurisdictional fact to- 
be found was the date of the construction of the accommodation and if the Cbmrt 
wrongly decided that fact and thereby conferred jurisdiction upon itself which it 
did not possess, it exercised jurisdiction not vested in it and the matter fell within 
the rule laid dovm by the Privy' Council in Joy Chcr.dlcl Baba v. Karadhasha 
Chaclhc^'^ . The High Court had the power to interfere and once it had the 
power it could determine whether the question of the date of construction was 
rightly or wrongly decided. The High Court held that the Ci'vil Judge had vvrongly 
di^d'^ that the cor.struction was of a date after 30th J'une, 1 04 . 6 . and therefore 
fed withirL section 37-^’ S.milarly, in Jcgcrccath Rarr.achcndTa Bator v. Dottcreya 
Bdtccr.: Hirgrdre^ this Court observed : 


Thereferc if it can be shown that the subordinate Court without anv' evidence 
ivhaao'Cver held that the transaction in question was not a sale but a mortgage and 
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That xiie rdaxionship between tbe parties xvas tbai of a debtor a ciediior and 
on that fbotHig proceeded to esexdse its power under section 3 and lO-A of tne 
Deknan Agnculturists Relief Act tbe Higb Court would be entitled to interfere 
tritb such a decision under botb tbe parts of section 1 15. It ti-otild tben be posToIe 
to say that tbe subordinate Court bad clutched at jarisdictionvrbicbit bad not 
under the said section and it would also be possible to say that that Court bad 
exercised its jurisdiction illegally or vdib material irregularity.” 

It seems to us that the Financial Commissioner did not appreciate tbe content 
■of bis powers of revision under section 124, read with section Sl of tbe Tenancy Act. 
It tvas obvious &om tbe report of tbe Commissioner that if tbe fiodmg arrived at by 
tbe Commisrfoner v,-as accepted the Assistant Collector and tbe Collector bad 
no jurisdiction in tbe naatter. 

In our opinion tbe Financial Commissioner should have gone into the qufstion 
whether the Commissioners report wtas acceptable or not on merits. 

It is urged by the learned Counsel for Smja that the High Court did cot 
■decide the question whether the selection had been properly made v.ithin time, but 
it merely accepted the report of the Commissioner. He, therefone, still dispute 
the &ct that the selection Vitas made tvithin time. He also says that it is cot a 
genuine and valid selection. These points should be gone into by the Financial 
Commissioner. Under these circumstances tve allow tbe appeal, set aside tbe 
orders passed fay' the High Court and the Financial Commissioner and remit tbe 
-case to tbe Financial Commissioner To dispose of the revision filed before him in 
accordance tvitb law. 


There -will be no order as to costs in this appeal. 

Abbes, 

THE SUPREbffi COURT OF IXDIA. 




(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Presext : — S. bL Ssri .•cm R. S. Hegde, JJ. 

AI/s. Tarapore &. Go., bladras • • ApptUcr.i* 

AI/s.A^/O Tractoro esmort, Moscow and another •• Restc-.irr.ls. 

and 

M/s. A7O Tractoro export, bloscov.* •• Apprllcr.! 

a. 

bl/s. Tarapore & Co. bladras and another - • Mnicr.ir-Js. 



Tbe “ TndiaTi Firm ’’ entered into a contract tritb the “ Russian Firm _fbr 
tbe supply of construction macluncry. In pursuance of that conmaci, tneli^an 
Firm opened a confirmed, irrevocable and divisible letter of credit wth tbe Bank 
-of India, Limited Ibr the entire value of the equipment. ^ In the strength of tne 
aforementioned contract, the Russan Firm supplied al! the machinery it under- 
loob to supply. They were duly taken possession of by the Indian Firm ar.c 
put to work,Thc Indian Firm complained to the Russian Firm that tne p^orm- 
ance of the machinery suoplied by it teas not as cincicnt as rcpi^cnted at me time 
of entering into the contract and consequently it had mcuired and continues to 
incur considerable loss. In pursuance of the agreement betsveen the parties, -he 


» C-As. Kos. 2251 and 2252 of I9f;5 and 
(CLAs. Kos. 2505 and 2505 of 1565). 
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suit filed by the Indian Firm was withdrawn. In view of the “ Gold Clause” the 
price fixed for the machinery supplied stood revised and conseijuently the Indian 
Firm had to pay to the Russian Firman additional sum of about rupees twenty-six 
lacs. The Russian Firm appears to have drawn drafts on the Indian Firm for the 
excess amount payable under the gold clause. The settlement as contemplated 
by the Delhi agreement not having been reached, the Indian Firm filed the suit 
praying that the Bank of India as well as the Russian Firm should be restrained 
from taking any further steps in pursuance of the letter of credit opened by the 
' Indian Firm in favour of the Russian Firm. Therein temporary injunctions were 
asked for in the very terms in which the peimanent injunctions were prayed for. 
At a subsequent stage a further injunction restraining the Russian Firm from enfor- 
•cing its right under the gold clause was also prayed for. The Russian Firm opposed 
those applications, but the trial Judge granted the temporary injunctions asked for. 

Are the temporary injunctions issued by the trial judge sustainable ? 

Held, that ordinarily (this) Court does not interfere with interim orders. But 
lierein legal principles of great importance affecting international trade are 
involved. An irrevocable letter of credit has a definite implication. It is a 
mechanism of great importance in international trade. Any interference with 
that mechanism is bound to have serious repercussions on the international trade 
•of this country. Except under very exceptional circumstances, the Court should 
not interfere ^vith that mechanism. Not only that. The letter of cerdit is inde- 
pendent of and unqualified by the contract of sale or underlying transaction. The 
autonomy of an irrevocable letter of credit is entitled to protection. As a rule 
Courts refirain from interfering -with that autonomy. In the result, the temporary 
injxmctions granted by the trial judge arc set aside. 

Appeals by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the gth October, 
^968 of the Madras High Court in O.S.A. Nos. 26 and 27 of 1968 and Appeals by 
^Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated 12th April, 1968 of the Madras 
dligh Court in Applications Nos. 1760 and 2455 of 1967 in C.S. No. 1 18 of 1967. 

M. C. Selalvad, Senior Advocate, (F. P. Raman and D. JV. Mishra, Advocates, 
-andj. B. Dadachanji, Advocate of Aljs, J. B. Dadachanji and Go., with him), for 
Appellant (In G. As. Nos. 2251 and 2252 of 1968) and Respondent No. i (In 
G. As. Nos. 2305 and 2306 of 1968). 

S. Mohan Kumaramangalam, Senior Advocate (M. K. Ramamurthi, Mrs. Shyamala 
'Pappn and Vineet Kumar, Advocates, with him), for Responent No. i (In C. As. Nos. 
•2251 and 2252 of 1968) and the Appellant (In C. As. Nos. 2530 and 2306 of 1968). 

Rameshwar Hath and Mahinder Harain, Advocates of Alfs. Rajinder Harain & Go., 
■for Respondent No. 2 (In all the Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Hegde, J. — ^These are connected appeals. They arise from Civil Suit No. 118 
•of 1967 on the original side of the High Court of Judicature at Madras. Herein the 
■essential facts are few and simple though the question of law that arises for decision 
is of considerable importance. 

The Suit has been brought by M/s. Taraporc & Co., Madras (hereinafter 
referred to as the “ Indian Firm”). That firm had taken up on contract the work 
•of cxcas'ation of canal as a part of the Farakka Barrage Project. In that connection 
they entered into a contract with M/s. V/O Tractorcs Export, Moscow (which will 
hereinafter be referred to as the “ Russian Firm ”) for the supply of construction 
machinery such as Scrapers and Bulldozers. In pursuance of that contract, the 
Indian Firm opened a confirmed, irrcs'ocablc and dcvisiblc letter of cerdit svith the 
-Bank of India, Limited for the entire value of the equipment, j.c., Rs. 66,09,372 in 
favour of the Russian Firm negotiable tlirough the Bank for Foreign Trade of the 
U.S.S.R., Moscow. Under the said letter of credit the Bank of India was required 
to pay to the Russian Firm on production ofthe documents particulariscdin the letter 
•of cr«iit alongwith the drafts. One of the conditions of the letter of credit was tliat 
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“ Tarapore and Co., Madras, agree to withdraw immediately the Court case 
filed by them against “ Tractoro export ” Moscow, in the Madras High Court. 

2. Immediately on Tarapore withdrawing the case, V/O “ Tractoro export 
agree to instruct the Bank for Foreign Trade of the USSR in Moscow, not to 
demand any further payment against L.C. established by Tarapore and Co., 
Madras for a period of six months from the due dates in the first instances. 
Daring this period both the parties shall do their best to reach an amicable 
settlement. 

3. In case the settlement between the two parties is not completed within this 
period of six months V/O Tractoro export shall further extend the period of pay- 
ment by further period of six months for the settlement to be completed. 

4. Tarapore and Co., shall authorise their Bank to keep the unpaid portions 
L.C. valid for the extended period as stated above.” 

At this stage it mav be mentioned that the Russian Firm had received from the Bank 
of India 25 per cent of the money payable tmder the letter of credit very soon after 
it supplied to the Indian Firm the machinery mentioned earlier. In pursuance of the 
aforementioned agreement the Indian Firm withdrew the suit. Thereafter there 
were attempts to settle the dispute. In the meantime the Indian Rupee was devalued. 
The contract between the Indian Firm and the Russian Firm contains the following 
terms : 

“ Payment for the delivered goods shall be made by the Buyers in India Rupee 
in accordance with the Trade Agreement between the USSR and India dated 
loth June, 1963. All the prices, are stated in Indian rupee. One Indian Rupee 
is equal to 07x86621 grammes of pure gold. If the above gold content of Indian 
Rupee is changed the prices and the amount of this Contract in Indian Rupee 
shall be revalued accordingly on the date of changing the gold parity of the Indian 
Rupee.’' 

This clause will be hereinafter referred to as the ‘ Gold Clause In view of that 
clause, the price fixed for machinery supplied stood revised. Consequently imder 
the contract the Indian Firm had to pay to the Russian Firm an additional sum of 
about rupees twenty-six lacs. Accordingly the bankers of the Russian Firm called 
upon the Indian Firm to open an additional letter of credit for payment of the extra 
price payable under the contract. They also intimated the Indian Firm that the 
extension of time for the payment of the price of the machinery supplied, agreed to 
at Delhi will be given efioct to only after the Indian Firm arrange for the additional 
letter of credit asked for. The Indian Firm objected to this demand as per its letter 
of 20th September, 1966, The relevant portion of that letter reads : 

“We arc rather surprised to see this, because, by our arrangement dated the 
14th .August, 1966, at New Delhi you had agreed to give further time for the 
payments on the withdrawal of th- Madras High Court case. That was the only 
condition that was talked about and incorporated in our written agreement. If 
you will be good enough to refer to the agreement dated the 14th August, 1966, 
you will find that we were obliged to withdraw the Madras suit pending Pilks of 
settlement and immediately on our withdrawing this suit, you agreed to instruct 
j'our Bankers not to demand any further payment under the letter of credit. 
There is absolutely no reference in that agreement to our having to open any addi^ 

tional letter of credit in \-iew of the devaluation of the Indian rupee 

Wc would therefore request you to immediately instruct your Bankers in Moscow to 
advise our Bankers regarding the extension of time for payment under the letter of 
credit without any reference to any additional letters of credit in view of devalua- 
tion ^loreovcr, when the entire question is open for amicable 

settlement between us, it is not possible to determine what exactly will be amount 
payable and unless that amotrat isknovra, it is not possible to* open additional 
letters of credit to give effect to the gold clause ...” 
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On ist November, ig66, the Russian Firm sent to the Indian Finn addendum 
No. I modifying the original contract in accordance with the gold clause. ITie last- 
clause of that addendum recited that “ all other terms and conditions are as stated in 
the above mentioned contract” (original' contract). The Indian Firm' object^ 
to that addendum as well as to the demand for opening an additional letter of credit. 
In that connection the Russian Firm -uTote a letter to the Indian Firm on 29th. 
November, 1966. As considerable arguments were advanced on the basis of that 
letter we shall quote the felerant portion of that letter : 

“ We confirm that you have singed with us the addendum No. i to- 

our Contract No. 6i/Tarapore — ^220/65 dated the 2nd February, 1965, at our 
request for the sole and specific purpose of satisfying oiu bankers. Wc confirm 
further that this addendum wLll not in any manner prejudice the arrangement we- 
have come to in Delhi on the 14th August, 1966, and is without prejudice to your 
claims and points of controversy regarding which rve shall have further discussions 
\vith a view to reach an amicable settlement. 

Under this addendum, the company will extend the letter of credit for one 
year and accept the drafts for the difference in value of 57.5 per cent due to devalu- 
ation. The final amount payable will be in accordance with the settlement.” 

Thereafter the Russian Firm appears to have dra^m drafts on the Indian firm for 
the excess amount payable imder the gold clause. For one reason or the other, no 
settlement as contemplated by the Delhi agreement tvas reached. The Indian firm 
complained that the Russian Firm never made any serious attempt to resolve the 
dispute whereas the Russian Firm alleged that it foimd no substance in the com- 
plaint made by the Indian Firm as regards the machinery supplied. In the suit as 
brought, as well as in these appeals that controversy is not open for examination. 
Suffice it to say that the parties did not amicably settle the dispute in question. 
When the extended time granted imder the Delhi agreement was about to come to a 
close, the Indian Firm instituted the suit from which these appeals have arisen. In 
that suit the only substantive relief asked for is that the Bank of India as well as the 
Russian Firm should be restrained from taking any further steps in pursuance of 
the letter of credit opened by the Indian Firm in favour of the Russian Firm. There- 
in temporary injunctions -were asked for in the very' terms in which the permanent 
injunctions were prayed for. At a subsequent ' stage a fiuther injunction restrain- 
ing the Russain Firm from enforcing its right under the gold clause was also prayed 
for. The Russian Firm opposed those applications but the trial Judge granted the 
temporary injunctions asked for. The Russian Firm took up the matter in appeal to 
the Appellate Bench of that High Court which reversed the order of the trial Judge 
by its Order dated gth October, 1968, but it certified that they are fit .cases for a 
appeal to this Court. tVhen the applications in the appeals seeking interim orders 
came up for consideration by this Court the Russian Firm entered its caveat. It not 
'only opposed the interim reliefs prayed for, it further challenged the validity of the 
certificate granted by the High Court on the ground that the orders appcald against 
are not ‘ final orders ’ within the meaning of Article 133 of the Constitution. Evi- 
dently as a matter of abundant caution, the Indian Firm had filed tivo separate 
applications seeking Special Leave to appeal against the orders of the Appellate Bench 
of the hladras High Court . After licaring the parties this Court rei’okcd the certi- 
cates granted holding that the orders appealed against are not * final orders ’ but at 
the same time granted Special Leave to the Indian Firm to appeal against the 
orders of the Madras High Court. Civil Appeals Nos. 2051 and 2052 of 1968 arc 
appeals filed by the Indian Firm. 

Before the Appellate Bench of the High Court of Madras, the Indian Firm 
had objected to the maintainability of the appeals filed by the Russian Firm on the 
ground that orders appealed against arc not judgments within the meaning of clause 
15 of the Letters Patent of the Madras High Court but that objection had been ov<t- 
ruted bv the Apellate Bench follois'ing the earlier decisions of that High Court. 
That contention tvas again r.aiscd in the appeals filed by the Indian Firm in this 
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Court. To obviate any difficulty the Russian Firm applied to this Court for Special 
Leave to appeal against the interim orders passed by the trial judge. We allo%ved 
those applications and consequently Civil Appeals Nos. 2305 and 2306 of 1968 came 
to be ffied. 

In viewof the appeals filed by the Russian Firm in this Court against the interim 
orders made by the trial judge it is not necessary to decide -whether the appeals filed 
by the Russian Firm before the Appellate Bench of the Madras High Court ^vere 
maintainable ? On that question, judicial opinion is sharply divided as could be 
seen fi-om the decision of this Court in Asnimati Debi v. Kumar Rupendra Deb, RajkoV 
and others'^-. Hence we shall confine our attention to the question -^vhether the 
temporary injunctions issued by the trial judge are sustainable ? 

The scope of an irrevocable letter of credit is explained thus in Halsbury’s La^v•s 
of England (Volume 34) paragraph 319 at page 185) : 

“It is often made a condition of a mercantile contract that the buyer shall pay 
for the goods by means of a confirmed credit, and it is then the duty of the buyer 
to procure his bank, kno-^\Ti as the issuing or orginating bank, to issue an irrevocable- 
cr^t in favour of the seller by which the bank imdertakes to the seller, either 
directly or tlirough another bank in the seller’s country known as the correspondent 
or negotiating bank, to accept drafts drawm upon it for the price of the goods,, 
against tender by the seller of the shipping documents. The contractual relation- 
ship betwen the issuing bank and the buyer is defined by the terms of the agree- 
ment between them under \vhich the letter opening the credit is issued ; and as- 
betwecn the seller and the bank, the issue of the credit duly notified to the seller 
creates a new contractual nexus and renders the bank directly liable to the seller 
to pay the purchase price or to accept the bill of exchange upon tender of the- 
documents. The contract thus created behs^een the seller and the bank is separate 
from, although ancillary to, the original contract between the buyer and the seller,, 
by reason of the bank’s undertaking to the seller, which is absolute. Thus the 
bank is not entitled to rely upon terms of the contract beUveen the buyer and tho 
seller which might permit the buyer to reject the goods and to refuse payment there- 
fore ; and, conversely, the buyer is not entitled to an injunction restraining the- 
seller from dealing with the letter of credit if the goods arc defective.” 

Chalmers on *' Bills of Exchange ” explains the legal position in these -^vords : 

“ The modem commercial credit serves to interpose bet-ween a buyer and seller 
a third person of un questioned solvency, almost invariably a banker of inter- 
national repute ; the banker on the instructions of the buyer issues the letter ofi 
credit and thereby undertakes to act as paymaster upon the seller performing the 
conditions set out in it. A letter of credit may be in any one of a number of specia- 
lised forms and contains the undertaking of the banker to honour all bills of 
exchange drawn thereunder. It can hardly be over-emphasised that the banker is 
not bound or entitled to honour such bills of exchange unless they, and such 
accompanying documents as may be required thereunder, are in exact com- 
pliance with the terms of the credit. Such documents must be semtinsed tsit 
meticulous care, tlic maxim de minimis non enrol lex cannot be invoked where pay^- 
ment is made by the letter of credit. If the seller has complied ts-ith the terms of 
the letter of credit, hotrever, there is an absolute obligation upon the banker to 
pay irrcspccti\-e of any disputes there may be between the buyer and the seller 
as to whether the goods are up to contract or not.” 

Similar are the views expressed in ‘ Practice and Law of Banking’ by H.B. Sheldon 
“ the Law of Banker’s Commercial Credits” by H.C. Guttcridgc"^“ tlie lass- Rclatint^ 
to Commercial Letters of Credit ” by A.G. Da-s-is “ the Law Relating to Banker^ 
Letters of Credit ” by B.C. Mitra and in several other text books read to us by 
I^Ir. Mohan Kumaramangalam, lc.amcd Counsel for the Russian Firm. The legal 
position as set out above -^vas not controverted by Mr.M.C. Sctaivad.Ieamed Counsel 
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=for the Indian Finn. So far as the Bank of India is concerned it admitted its liability 
to honour the letter of credit and expressed its willingness to abide by its terms. It 
took the same position before the High Court. 

The main grievance of the Indian Firm is that if the Russian Firm is allowed to 
take away the money secured to it by the letter of credit, it cannot effectively enforce 
its claim arising from the breach of the contract it complains of. It was urged on it 
behalf that the Russian Firm has no assets in this country and therefore and decree 
that it may be able to obtain caimot be executed. Therefore, it was contended 
that the trial Court was justified in issuing the impugned orders. The allegation 
that Russian Firm has no assets in this country was not made in the pleadings. That 
apart in the circumstances of this case that allegation has no relevance. An irrevoca- 
ble letter of credit has a definite implication. It is a mechanism of great import- 
ance in international trade. Any interference tvith that mechanism is bound to have 
-serious repercussions on the international trade of this country. Except under very 
exceptional circumstances, the Courts should not interfere with that mechanism. 

For our present purpose we shall assume without deciding that the allegations 
made by the Indian Firm are true. We shall further assume that the suit as brought 
is maintainable though Mr. Kumaramangalam seriously challenged its maintaina- 
bility. But yet, in our judgment, the learned trial judge was not justified in law in 
■granting the temporary injunctions appealed against. Ordinarily this Court does 
not interfere with interim orders. But herein legal principles of gr&' t importance 
-affecting international trade are involved. If the orders impugned are allmved to 
stand they are boxmd to have their repercussion oii our international trade. 

We have earlier referred to several well known treaties on the subject. Now 
■we shall proceed to consider the decided cases bearing on the question under con- 
sideration. 

A case somewhat similar to the one before us came up for consideration before 
the Q;ieens Binch Division in England in Hamz^h Walas and Sons v. Sritisk ImfX 
Induitris Ltd.’’-. Therein the plaintiffs, a Jordanian firm contracted to purchase _ from 
the defendants, a British firm a large quantity of reinforced steel rods, to be dcIiVCTCa 
in two instalments. Payment was to be effected by opening in favour of the defen- 
•dants of two confirmed letters of credit with the Midland Bank Ltd., in London, one 
in respect of each instalment. The letters of credit were duly opened and the first ^ras 
realized by the defendants on the delivery of the first instalment. The plaintins 
•complained that that instalment was defective and sought an injunction to_ bar the 
defendants from realizing the second letter of credit. Donovan, J., the trial 
refused the application. In appeal Jenkins, Sellers and Pearce L.JJ., confirmed ne 
•decision of the trial judge. In the course of his judgment Jenkins L.J., who spo c 
for the Court observed thus : 

" We have been referred to a number of authorities, and it seems to be plain 
enough that the opening of a confirmed letter of credit constitutes a 
between the banker and the vender of the goods, which imposes upon the banKcr 
an absolute obligation to pacty, irrespective of any dispute there may be bi^wccn 
the parties as to whether the goods are up to contract or not. An 
commercial system has been built up on the footing that bankers’ confirmed credi 
are of that character, and, in my judgment, it would be wrong for this Cour m 
the present case to interfere with that established practice. 

There is this to be rememebered, too. A vender of goods selling .against a 
confirmed letter of credit is selling under the assurance that nothing 
him from receiving the price. That is of no mean advantage svhen goods ma 
factored in one country are being sold in another. It is, further more, he o s 
ved tliat vendors are often reselling goods bought from third parties. vVhen 3 
are doing that, and when they are 'being paid by a confirmed^ letter of cr 
their practice is^ — and I think it was followed by the defendants in this 
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finance the payments necessary to be made to their suppliers against the letter of 
credit. That system of financing these operations, as I see it, -would break do^ra 
completely if a dispute as bet-jveen the vendor and the purchaser -ivas to have the 
effect of “ freezing,” if I may use that expression, the sum in respect of -which the 
letter of credit -^vas opened.” 

In Urqitkarl Lindsay and Co. Ltd. v. Eastern Bank Ltd. the King’s Bench held that the 
refusal of the defendants bank to take and pay for the particular bills on presentation 
of the proper documents constituted a repudiation of the contract as a \vholc and 
that the plaintiffs were entitled to damages arising from such a breach. It may be 
noted that in that case the price quoted in the invoices was objected to by the buyer 
and he had notified his objection to the bank. But under the terms of the letter of 
credit the bank ^s•as required to make payments on the basis of the im'oices tendered 
by the seller. The Court held that if the buyers had an-enforceable claim that adjust- 
ment must be made by way of refund by the seller and not by the -way of retention 
by the buyer. 

Similar opinions have been expressed by the American Courts. The leading 
American case on the subject is Dulien Steel Products Inc., of Washington v. Bankers 
Trust Go. “. The facts of that case -ivcrc as follows : 

The plaintiffs, Dulien Steel Products Inc., of Washington, contracted to sell 
steel scrap to the European Iron and Steel Community. The transaction -vv-as 
put through M/s. Marco Polo Group Project, Ltd., ^s'ho were eiititled to commission 
for arranging the transaction. For the payment of the commission to Marco Polo, 
plaintiffs procured an irrevocable letter of credit from Seattle First National Bank. 
As desired by Marco Polo this letter of credit was opened in favour of one Sica. 
The defendant-bankers confirmed that letter of credit. The credit stipulated for 
pa>Tnent against (i) a receipt of Sica for the amount of the credit and (2) a notifica- 
tion of Seattle Bank to the defendants that the plaintiffs had negotiated documents 
evidencing the shipment of the goods. Sica tendered the stipulated receipt and a 
Seattle Bank informed the defendants that the Dulien had negotiated documentary 
drafts. Meanwhile after further negotiations between the plaintiffs and the vendees 
the price of the goods sold was reduced and consequently the commission payable to 
Marco Polo stood reduced but the defendant were not informed of tliis fact. Only 
after notifying the defendants about the negotiation of the drafts dra-\vn under the 
contract of sale, the Seattle Bank informed the defendants about the changes underly- 
ing the transaction and asked them not to pay Sica the full amoimt of the credit. 
Tlic defendants were also informed tliat Sica was merely a nominee of Marco Polo 
and lias no rights of his o-wn to the sum credit. Sica, however, claimed payment of the 
full amount of the credit. The defendants asked further intructions from Seattle 
Bank but despite Seattle Banks instructions decided to comply ^\'ith Sica’s request. 
After informing Seattle Bank of their intention, they paid Sica the full amount of the 
credit. Plaintiffs thereupon brought an action in the District Court of Nesv York 
for the recovery of the moneys paid to Sica. The action was dismissed by the trial 
Court and that decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeals. That decision esta- 
blishes the svell known principle that the letter of credit is independent of and 
unqualified by the contract of sale or underlying transaction. The autonomy of an 
irrevocable letter of credit is entitled to protection. As a rule Courts refrain from 
interfering avith that autonomy. 

A half hearted attempt was made on behalf of the India Firm to persuade us 
not to apply the principles noticed above as in these appeals we arc dealing with a 
complaint of fraud. The facts pleaded in the plaint do not amount to a plea of 
fraud d'cspitc the assertions of the Indian Firm that the Russian Firm svas guiltv of 
fraud. 

Evld-mtly with a vlt-w to steer clear of the well established legal position 
Mr. Setalvad, learned Counsel for the Indian Firm urged that the letter of credit 
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was no more enforceable as the original contract stood modified as a result of the 
Delhi agreement and the subsequent correspondence between the parties. It svas 
urged that according to themodified contract the Indian Firm is only liable to pay the 
price that may be settled between the buyer and the seller. This contention has not 
been taken either in the plaint or in the arguments before the trial judge or before 
the Appellate Bench. It is taken for the first time in this Comt. This is not purely a 
legal contention. The contention in question bears on the intention of the parties 
who entered into the agreement. No one could have knosvn the intention better 
than plaintiff who svas a party to the contract. If there rras such an intention, the 
plaintiff would have certainly pleaded the same. That apart, we are unable to 
accept the contention that either the Delhi agreement or the subsequent correspon- 
dence between the parties modified the original contract. The Delhi agreement 
merely provided that the parties will try and settle the dispute out of Court, if 
possible. Much was made of the letter written by the Russian Firm to the Indian 
Firm on 29th November, 1966, wherein as seen earlier it was stated : 

“ that the final amount payable will be in accordance with tiie settlement.”. 
This letter has to be read along with the other letters that passed between the parties. 
If so read, it is clear that the statement that the final payment will be made in 
accordance with the settlement is subject to the condition that the parties arc 
able to arrive at a settlement. Otherwise the parties continue to be bound by 
the original contract subject to the extension of the time granted under the Dellii 
agreement for the payment of the price. As regards the additional payment 
demanded by the Russian Firm, there is no occasion for issuing any temporary 
injunction. If the Indian Firm does not comply with that demand the Jaw will 
take its course. It is for that Firm to choose its course of action. 

In tire result we allow Civil Appeals Nos. 2305 and 2306 of 1968 tvith the 
costs of the appellant therein and set aside the temporary injunctions granted by 
the trial judge. The other appeals are dismissed with no order as to costs. The 
costs to be paid by the the Indian company. 

V. M. K, : Order accordingly. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present ; — ^S.M. Sikri, R.S. Bachawat and K.S. Hegde, JJ. 

Bhagwan Das . . Appellant* 

V. 

Paras Nath . . Respondent. 

Inlerprelaiion of Statutes — Act, a icmporaiy measure remaining in the statute book for over 
ao years — Xo guidelines to regulate the exercise of the poivers of the District Magistrate — 
Commissioner to exercise his discretion in preference to the discretion exercised by the District 
Magistrate — State Government to exercise its powers in any way it pleases — Construction 
of the provisions according to the rules of construction of statutes resulting in anamolies — 
Court, if can fall back on the grammatical construction — U.P. {Temporary) Control of 
Rent and Eviction Act, 1947. 

U.P. {Temporary) Control of Rent and Eviction Act, {III of sg^y), sections^ and y {{) — 
Interpretation — Landlord and tenant — Landlord desiring to evict his tenant on grounds oth^r 
than {a) to {§) of section 3 {l) to obtain permission of the District Magistrate for irstilil- 
ting lire suit — Order of the Commissioner on revision given finality subject to the order by 
the State Government — Landlord filing the suit after obtaining permission from the 
Commissioner, bat State Government rcvofnng the permission — Suit validly instituted, if 
ceases to be maintainable. 

Scct'on 3 of the U.P. (Temporary) Control of Rent and Eviction Act, 195.7, 
inter alia provided that subject to any order passed under sub-scction (3), no suit 
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shall without the permission of the District Magistrate be field in any civil Court 
against a tenant for his eviction from any accommodation, except on one or 
mere of the grounds (a) to (g). 

Though it was intended to be a temporary measure when it -^vas originally 
enacted, ft has no\v' remained in the statute book for over 20 years and there is no 
knosving how long the same will continue to be in force. Therefore it is but 
appropriate that the provisions of this Act should be clear and unambiguous. 
From sub-section (i) of section 3 it is not possible to find out the contents of the 
powers of the District Magistrate. No guideliness are laid down therein to 
regulate the exercise of the powers of the District Magistrate. It is not possible 
to find out from that provision under what eircumstances the District Magistrate 
can grant the permission asked for and under what circumstances he can refuse 
the same. It is likely that different District Magistrates arc exercising that 
power in different ways. One consideration may appeal to one District Magis- 
trate and a totally different consideration may influence another District Magis- 
trate. It would have been appropriate if the Legislature had defined the scope 
of the powers of the District Magistrate or at least laid dowm certain guide-lines 
for regulating his discretion. Sub-section (3) of section 3 says that if the Commis- 
sioner is not satisfied as to the correctness, legality or propriety of the order passed 
by the District Magistrate, he may alter or reverse the order of the District Magis- 
trate or make such other order as may be just and proper. It is not possible to 
find out on what basis the Commissioner can determine the correctness, legality 
or propriety of the order made by the District Magistrate. As no restrictions ar 
placed on the powers of the District Magistrate in granting or refusing to grant 
the permission asked for under section 3 (i). Therefore the only thing the Com- 
missioner can do is to exercise his discretion in preference to the discretion exercised 
by the District Magistrate. Now coming to the power conferred on the State 
Government under section 7 (/), it would be seen that it is a power of wide ampli- 
tude. It can be exercised by it in any way it pleases. No restriction either as 
to the time ^vithin %vhich it can be exercised is placed on the State Government. 
Under these circumstancess anamolies arc inevitable. Therefore, in construing 
this Act, no useful purpose -will be served by taking into consideration the hardship 
to the parties. In -whatever way wc may construe sections 3 and 7 (/) hardship 
to one party or the other is inevitable. Therefore wc have to fall back on the 
grammatical construction of sub-section (i) of section 3 and leave out of consi- 
deration all other rules of construction for finding out the intention of the legisla- 
ture. 

Section 3 (i) docs not restrict the landlord’s right to evict his tenant on any of 
the ground mentioned in clauses (a) to (g) of that sub-section. But if he wants 
to sue his tenant for eviction on any ground other than those mentioned in those 
clauses then he has to obtain the permission of the District Magistrate -^vhosc dis- 
cretion is subject to any order passed under sub-section (3) of section 3 by the 
Commissioner. These arc the only restrictions placed on the power of a landlord 
to institute a suit for eviction of his tenant. If a landlord files a suit for the 
eviction of his tenant without obtaining the permission of the District Magistrate 
that suit is not maintainable but if he files a suit after obtaining the permission of 
the District Magistrate and if the Commissioner revokes the permission granted 
by the District Magistrate in a properly instituted application under section 3 (2) 
then the suit instituted by him will be considered as having been filed without 
the permission of the District Magistrate because section 3 (i) in specific terms says 
that the p'rm'ss'on given by the District Magistra.tc is subject to any order passed 
under sub-section (3). In other words the permission given by the District 
Magistrate docs not acquire any finality until cither the period fix<-d for filing an 
application under sub-scction (2) of section 3 expires and no applicafon under that 
section was filed within that time or if an applicai'cn Iva.d been filed within that 
time, the same had been disposed of by the Commissioner. The pcrmi*^sion to 
file a suit for eviction assumes finality under section 3 (t) once the Commissioner 
decides the revision petition pending before him. In fact sub-section (4) of sec- 
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tion 3 says that the order of the Commissioner is final. It is true that that order 
despite the fact that it is final is subject to any order pased by the State Go^•em- 
ment under section 7 (f). There is no provision in the Act providing that a suit 
validlyinstitutedaftergettingtherequiredpermissionundersections (i). ceases to 
be maintainable because of any order made by the State Government under section 7 
(/J. Similarly there is no provision in the Act invalidating a decree passed after the 
Act came into force in a validly instituted suit. A decree of a Court in a suit 
validly instituted is binding on the parties to the same. It is true that the finality 
or the force of a decree can be taken away by a statute, but the Court will not rradily 
infer that a decree passed by a competent Court has become unenforceable 
unless it is shown that a provision of law has specifically or by necessary implica- 
tion made that decree tmenforceable. On an examination of the relevant provi- 
sions of the Act the conclusion is that when the Commissioner sets aside the order 
passed by the District Magistrate granting permission to file’ a suit for ejecting a 
tenant, the order of the Commissioner prevails. If the cancels the permission 
granted by the District Magistrate thare is no effective permission left and the suit 
instituted by the plaintiff without awaiting his decision must be treated as one 
filed without any valid permission by the District Magistrate. But a suit validly 
instituted after obtaining a permission as required by section 3 (i) does not cease 
to be maintainable even if the State Government revokes after the institution of the 
suit, the permission granted. If the State Government revokes the permission 
granted before the institution of the Suit then there would be no valid permission 
to sue. In other iTOrds the State Government’s power to revoke the permission 
granted under section 3 (i) gets exhausted once the suit is validly instituted. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and decree dated the 19th March, 
1968 of the Allahabad High Coiurt in Second Appeal No. 2296 of 1961, 

J.P. Goyal and A,G. Ralnaparhhi, for Appellant. 

G.B. Agarwala, Senior Advocate (i?. Mahalingier, Advocate, ■\vith him), for 
Respondent, 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Hegde, J . — The question of law that arises for decision in this appeal by Special 
Leave is not free from difficulty. That question is, whether a decree for eviction 
obtained in a suit instituted after obtaining the permission of the Commissioner under 
sub-section (3) of section 3 of the U.P. (Temporary) Control of Rent and Eviction 
Act, 1947 (to be hereinafter referred to as the Act) becomes xmenforccable if the State 
Government acting under section 7 (f) of that Act revokes the permission granted 
by the Commissioner after the decree is passed ? 

The appellant -ivas a tenant of the respondent in respect of a shop in Baluganji 
in Agra. On 2nd January, 1959, the respondent applied to the District Magistrate 
under section 3 (i) of the Act for permission to institute a suit against the appellant 
for evicting him from the shop in question. That application was rejected by the 
District Magistrate as per his order of gth July, 1959. The respondent took up the 
matter in revision to the Commissioner under sub-section (2) of section 3. The 
Commissioner reversed the order of the District Magistrate and granted the permis- 
sion asked for on i6th October, 1959. As against that order the appellant moved 
the State Government under section 7 (F) on 1 7th November, 1959. On ist Januarj’, 
i960, the respondent served on the appellant a notice under section 106 of the 
Transfer of Property Act. The appellant replied to that notice on 6th January, 
1960. In that reply lie informed the respondent that lie had already moved the State 
Government to revoke the permission granted by the Commissioner. On 13th 
February, i960 the respondent instituted suit No. r 15 of 1960 in the Court of Munsiff, 
Agra seeking for the eviction of the appellant from the suit premis' s. The appel- 
lant filed his written statement in that case on 7th M.ay, i960. Therein again he 
took the plea that the permission granted by the Commissioner is not final as be 
had moved tlic Government to revoke the same. Tlic suit was decreed by the 
learned munsif on 2nd November, i960, Tlic appellant ^vcnt up in appeal as 
against that order to the civil Judge, Agra. On 27th January, 1961, the State 
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Government revoked the permission granted by the Commissioner during the 
pendency of the appeal. Relying on this order the Civil Judge of Agra allowed the 
appeal of the appellant on gth February, 1961. As against that decision the respon- 
dent went up in second appeal to the High Comrt. The High Court allowed 
the second appeal on 19th March, 1968 folloAving the Full Bench decision of that 
Court in Bashi Ram v. Mantri Lal.K This appeal is directed against that decision. 

The Act was intended as a tempoary measure as could be gathered from its title 
as well as the preamble . It is deemed to have come into force on the ist day of 
October, 1946 though it iras passed in 1947. Under the Act as originally stood, 
the decision of the District Magistrate under section 3 was neither appealable nor 
revisablc. As per the amendments effected in 1952 a limited poorer of revision %vas 
conferred on the Commissioner. By the Amending Act XVII of 1954, the power 
conferred on the Commissioner was enlarged and section 7 (R) was incorporated in 
the Act which says that : 

“ the State Government may call for the records of any case granting or 
refusing to grant permission for the filing of a suit for eviction referred to in 

section 3 and make such order as appears to it nccessarj' for the ends 

of justice.” 

The only sections in the Act Material for the purpose of this appeal arc sections 3 
and 7 (F). Section 3 reads thus : 

“ Restrictions on evictions. — Subject to any order passed imdcr sub-section (3), 
no suit shall without the permission of the District Magistrate, be filed in any civil 
Court against a tenant for his eviction from any accommodation, except on one 
or more of the follo^v•ing grounds : 

(a) that the tenant is in arrears of rent for more than three months and has 
failed to pay the same to the landlord wthin one month of the service upon him 
of a notice of demand ; 

(b) that the tenant has wilfully caused or permitted to be caused substantial 
damage to the accommodation ; 

(c) that the tenant has, without the permission in \mting of the landlord 
made or permitted to be made any such consruction as, in the opinion of the 
Comt, has materially altered the accommodation or is likely substantially to 
diminish its value ; 

(rf) that the tenant has created a nuisance or has done any act which is 
inconsistent with the purpose for which he svas admitted to the tenancy of the 
accommodation, or which is likely to affect adversely and substantially the land- 
lord’s interest therein ; 

(e) that the tenant has on or after the 1st day of October, 1946, sub-let the 
whole or any portion of the accommodation without the permission of the land- 
lord; 

■ (/) tenant has renounced his character as such or denied the title 

of the landlord and the lattcrhas not waived his right or condoned the conduct of 
the tenant ; 

(g) tliat the tenant ssus allowed to occupy the accommodation as a part of his 
contract of employment imdcr the landlord and his employment has been deter- 
mined. 

Explanation. — ^For the purposes of sub-section (r) lodging a person in a hotel or 
a lodging-house shall not be deemed to be sub-letting. 

(2) WTicrc any application has been made to the District Magistrate for 
permission to sue a tenant for eviction from any accommodation and the District 
Magistrate grants or refuses the permission, the party aggrieved by his order 
may within 30 days from the date on wliich the order is commimicatcd to him, 
apply to the Commissioner to revise the order. 


I. I.L.R. {1565) i All. 545. 
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(3) The Commissioner shll hear the application made imder sub-section 
[2), as far as may be, within six weeks from the date of making it, and he may, if 
he is not satisfied as to the correctness, legality or propriety of the order passed by 
the District Magistrate or as to the regularity of proceedings held before him, alter 
or revise his order, or make such other order as may be just and proper. 

(4) The order of the Commissioner under sub-section (3) shall, subject to 
any order passed by the State Government imder section 7 (F) be fcal. 

We have earlier quoted the relevant portion of section 7 {F). 

Conflicting opinions were expressed by different Benches of the Allahabad High 
Court as to the scope of section 3, till the decision of the Full Bench in Bashi Ram’s 
case\ The Full Bench held that a decree obtained in a suit for eidction instituted 
after obtaining the requisite permission will not become unenforceable even if the 
State Government revoked, after the decree is passed, the permission granted, in 
exercise of its powers under section 7(F). Majority of the Judges in that case further 
held that once a suit is instituted after obtaining the permission of the District Magis- 
trate, any further order made either by the Commissioner or the State Government 
caimot effect the course of that suit or the decree passed therein. • Dis’ivcdi, J., the 
other Judge did not express any opinion on that question but even according to him 
in the appeal filed against the decree, the appellate Court cannot receive in evidence 
the order made by the State Government wliich means that the decree cannot be 
reversed on the ground that the State Government had revoked the permission granted. 
The correctness of the Full Bench decision is challenged by the appellant in tliis appeal. 
In support of his interpretation of sections 3 and 7(F) he placed reliance on the deci- 
sion of a Division Bench of the High Court of AUlmbad in Dr. S. L. Khoparji v. Stale 
Government^. He also sought support from the decision of a Single Judge of that 
Court in Basant Lai Sah v. Bhagwan Prasad Sah“. It is not necessary to refer to that 
various decisions of the Allahabad High Comt on this question. SuflBce it to say the 
in that Court there rs-as serious cleavage of opinion on the question that we are 
considering in this appeal till the decision of the Full Bench in Bashi Ram’s case^ 
We were given to understand that Dhavan, J., had doubted the correctness of the 
decision of the Fid! Bench and had requested the Chief Justice to constitute a larger 
Bench to consider the correctness of the decision in Bashi Ram’s case^ but in view of the 
pendency of this appal, the constitution of a larger bench rvas not considered neces- 
sary. 

The contention of. Mr. Goyal, the learned Counsel for the appellant vas that 
the Act generally speaking, has restricted the right of the landlord to evict his tenant, 
to one or other of the grounds mentioned in clauses (a) to (g) of section 3 (i); btit m 
order to meet any exceptional case, it is provided in section 3 (i) that a suit for 
eviction may be instituted on any ground other than those mentioned in clauses (a) 
to (g) if the permission of the District Magistrate is obtained ; the order 
made by the District Magistrate is rcvisablc both by the Commissioner as svcll 
as the State Government ; the only order that is final is that made by the State 
Government. Jfa landlord chooses to institute a suit on the basis of the permission 
granted by the District Magistrate or the Commissioner tvithout -waiting fro the deci- 
sion of the State Government he takes the risk ; if the State Government revoke 
the permission granted by the District Magistrate or the Commissioner then the suit 
must be deemed to have been instituted udthout permiss’on and consequently not 
maintainable. Mr. Goval urged that if the decision in Bashi Ram’s casc^, is accepted 
as correct then so far as the tenant is concerned, generally speaking, he cannot invoke 
the powers of the State Government under section 7 (F) because inunrdiatcly 
after the decision of the Commissioner, if the same is in his favour, the landlord is 
likely to institute a suit for eviction and thus nullify the potver of tlic State Govern- 
ment under section 7 (F). He urged that as section 7 (F) empowers the State 
Government to revise the order made by the subordinate authorities whether the 
same is in favour of the landlord or the tenant we should not place .an interpretation 


1. I.L.R. (1965) r All. 545, 

2. (1958) .A.L.J. 724. 


3. A.I.R. 1964 All. 210. 



I] . BHAGWAN DAS V. PARAS HATH {Hegde, J.). 663 

on section 3 -which would affect the po-\ver of the State Government to do justice to 
the tenants for whose benefit the Act has been enacted. 

On the other hand it \vas urged by Mr. C.B. Aggai^val, learned Coxmsel for the 
respondent that the landlord has a right to sue for the eviction of his tenant under the 
provisions of the Transfer of Property Act subject to the restrictions stipulated therein. 
That is a statutory right. The pro-visions contained in the Act to the extent the 
encroach upon the rights of the landlord either specifically or by necessary impli- 
cation for the control the rights of the landlord. In other respects the landlord’s 
rights xmder the Transfer of Property Act remain unaflfected. According to him 
the only restriction placed on the landlord in the matter of instituting a suit for evic- 
tions on groimds other than those mentioned in clauses (a) to (g) in section 3 (i) 
is to obtain the prior permission of the District Magistrate subject to the order made 
under sub-section (3) of section 3 by the Commissioner ; once a suit is validly insti- 
tuted in accordance with those provisions, no order of the State Government can either 
interfer with the course of that suit or invalidate the decree obtained therein. He 
m^ed that if the position is as contended by the learned Coxmsel for the appellant, 
curious results are likely to follow. Section 7 (jF) does not fix any period within 
which the State Government must act. It can exercise its power under that provision 
at any time it pleases — ^may be after 10 years or 20 years ; the power conferred on the 
State Government is extremely -wide as observed by this Court in Shri Bhagwan 
and another v. Ram Ghand and anotker\ Therefore it can revoke the permission 
granted after the decree for eviction is confirmed by the High Curt or even the 
Supreme Court and thus make a mockery of the judicial process ; this could not have 
been the intention of the Legislature. According to hlr. Aggarwal from the very 
scheme of the Act and from the ver>' nature of the power conferred on the State 
Government, it cannot be c-xcrcised after a suit is instituted after complying with 
thcrequirementsofsub-section (i) of section 3. His further contention was that on a 
proper construction ofsub-section ( i) of section 3, it-^vould be seen that the suit instituted 
after obtaining the required permission being a validly instituted suit, its progress 
cannotbeinterrupted; the permission required under section3 (i) is the permission of 
the District Magistrate subject to any order under section 3 (3) by the Commissioner; 
in other -words the permission given by the District Magistrate is not final till 
affirmed by the Commissioner; till then it remains tentative; once the Commissioner 
affirms the same or grants the permission asked for it becomes final and thus amoimts 
to a TOlid permission to sue ; hence a suit filed on the basis of that permission is a 
validly instituted suit unless the permission granted was rev-^oked by the State 
Government before the institution of the suit. Proceeding further he stated that it is 
true that the order of the Commissioner though final yet it is subject to any order that 
may be passed by the State Government ; but section 3 (i), the provision dealing 
with the permission to file a suit for eviction docs not refer to the order under section 
7 (F) ; it only speaks of the permissien granted by the District Magistrate subject 
to the order of the Commissioner and notfurthcr subject to any orders made by the 
State Government. In this connection he invited our attention to the fact that as 
against the order passed by the District Magistrate rmder sub-section (i) of section 3 
a revision petition can be filed before the Commissioner within 30 days of that order 
and not thereafter. Tlic Commissioner has not even the power to condone the delay 
in filing the revision petition. Further under sub-section (3) of section 3, the 
Commissioner is required to hear the application madcundcr sub-section (2) ofsection 
3, as far as may be, -ivithin si.x -ivecks from the date of making it. All these provisions 
indicate that the legislature was of the opinion that the proceedings under section 3 
should be carried on expenditioushy and the decision of the Commissioner should be 
considered as final. According to 2 vlr, Aggarwal, the question of granting or refusing 
to grant the permission under section 3 arc primarily to be dealt u-ith only by the 
District NIagistratc and the Commissioner. They arc the only tribunals in the 
hierarchy of the tribunals constituted for that purpose. The pots'cr given to the 
Government under section 7 (F) is merely a supcrvisoiy power. Tluat is why no 


1. {1965) 3 S.C.R. si8 ; (1966) 2 S.C.J. 295. 
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limitation is imposed on the exercise of that power either in the matter of time ssdthin 
which it should be exercised or the circumstances rmder which it can be exercised. 
Such a power according to him is a reserve power and therefore has to be exercised 
before the Court’s jurisdiction is invoked. He particularly laid emphasis on the fact 
that sub-section (i) of section 3, the compliance of \vhich is necessary before validly 
instituting the suit does not at all refer to an order under section 7 (F). 


After examining the provisions of this Act, ^vc are constrained to observed that the 
drafting of this Act leaves considerable room for improvement despite the fact 
that it was amended twice over. Though it was intended to be a temporary' measure 
when it svas originally enacted, it has now remained in the statute book for over 20 
years and there is no knotving hotv long the same W'ill continue to be in force. 
Therefore it is but appropriate that the prowsions of this Act should be clear and 
unambiguous. From sub-section (i ) of section 3 it is not possible to find out the 
contents of the powers of the District Magistrate. No guidelines are laid down therein 
to regulate the exercise of the poivers of the District Magistrate. It is not possible 
to find out from that provision imder what circumstances the District Magistrate 
can grant the permission asked for and under w'hat circmnstances he can refuse the 
same. It is likely that different District Magistrates are exercising that power in 
different svay^s. One consideration may' appeal to one District Alagistratc and a 
totally different consideration may influence another District Magistrate. It would 
have been appropriate if the legislature had defined the scope of the powers of the 
District Magistrate or at least laid dowm certain guide-lines for regulating his dis- 
cretion. Sub-section (3) of section 3 says that if the Commissioner is not satisfied as 
to be correctness, legality or propriety of the order passed by the District Magistrate, 
he may alter or reverse the order of the District Magistrate or make such other order 
as may be just and proper. It is not possible to find out on what basis the Com- 
missioner can determine the correctness, legality or propriety of the order made by 
the District Magistrate. As seen earlier, no restrictions are placed on the potvers 
the District Magistrate in granting or refusing to grant the permission asked for 
under section 3 (i) . Therefore the onlythingthe Commissioner can do is to exercise 
his discretion in preference to the discretion exercised by the District Magistrate. 
Now coming to the power conferred on the State Government xmder section 7 _(F), 
it w'ould be seen that it is a power of wide ampbtude. It can be exercised by' it in 
any svay it pleases. No restriction cither as to the time "iritliin which it can be exer- 
cised or as to the circumstances under which it can be exercised is placed on the State 
Government. Under these circumstances the anamolics pointed out by Mr. Goyal 
as w'ell as by Mr. Aggarwal are inevitable. Therefore in construing this Act, no 
useful purpose w'ill be served by taking into considera+'on the hardship to the parties. 
In w'hatever way w'e may construe sections 3 and 7 (F), hardship to one party or 
the other is inevitable. Neither Counsel suggested to us anv interpretation svhich 
could steer clear of the anamoUes pointed out at the Bar. Therefore sve have to fall 
back on the grammatical construction of sub-section (i) of section 3 and leave out 
of consideration all other rules of construction for finding out the intention of the 
legislature. Section 3 (i) does not restrict the landlord’s right to evict his tenant on 
any of the grounds mentioned in clauses (a) to (g) of that sub-section. But if he 
svants to sue his tenant for eviction on any ground other than those mentioned in those 
clauses then he has to obtain the permission of the District Magistrate svhosc dis- 
cretion is subject to any order passed under sub-section (3) of section 3 by the 
Commissioner. These are the only' restrictions placed on the posver of a landlord 
to institute a suit for eviction of his tenant. If a landlord files a suit for the cs'Iction 
of his tenant without obtaining the permission of thcDistrict hfagistratc tliat suit is 
not maintainable but if he files a suit after obtaining the permission of the District 
Magistrate and if the Commissioner res'okesthc permission granted by thcDistrict 
Magistrate in a properly instituted application under section 3 (2) then the suit 
instituted by' him will be considered as h.aving been filed without the permission of the 
District Magistrate because section 3 (i) in sjiccific terms says that the per.Tnission 
given by the District Magistrate is subject to any order parsed under sub-scction 
(3). In other words the permission given by the District Magistrate docs not acquire 
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any finality tmtU either the period fixed for filing an application under sub-section 
(2) of section 3 expires and no application under that section was filed %vithin that 
time or if an application had been filed \vithin that time, the same had been disposed 
of by the Commissioner. The permission to file a suit for eviction assumes finality 
under section 3 (i) once the Commissioner decides the revision petition pending before 
him. In fact sub-section (4) of section 3 says that the order of the Commissioner is 
final. It is true that that order despite the fact that it is final is subject to any order 
passed by the State Government under section 7 (F). There is no provision in the 
Act providing that a suit validly instituted after getting the required permission 
under section 3 (i) ceases to be maintainable beause of any order made by the State 
(^vemment under section 7 (F). Similarly there is no provision in the Act invalida- 
ting a decree passed after the Act came into force in a validly institued suit. Section 
14 pro\*ides : — 

“ no decree for the eviction of a tenant from any accommodation passed before 
the date of commencement of this Act shall, in so far as it relates to the eviction 
of such tenant, be executed against him as long as this Act remains in force except 
on any of the groimds mentioned in section 3 : 

Provided that the tenant agrees to pay to the landlord “ reasonable annual 
rent ” or the rent payable by him before the passing of the decree whichever is 
higher.” 

This provision applies only to decrees passed before the date of the commencement of 
the Act. A decree of a Court in a suit validly instituted is binding on the parties to 
the same. It is true that the finality or the force of a decree can be taken a^vay bv a 
statute, but the Court will not readily infer that a decree passed by a competent 
Court has become unenforceable xmless it is shosxTi that a provision of laxv has specifi- 
cally or by necessary implication made that decree unenforceable. No such 
provision -was brought to our notice. On an examination of the relevant provisions 
of the Act om conclusion is that when the Commissioner sets aside the order passed 
by the District Magistrate granting permission to file a suit for ejecting a tenant, 
the order of the Commissioner prevails. If he cancels the permission granted by the 
District Magistrate there is no effective permission left and the suit instituted by the 
plaintiff xvithout axraiting his decision must be treated as one filed without any valid 
permission by the District Magistrate. To this extent we are in agreement xvith the 
decision of Upadha\'a,J., in Munsi Lai and anotherv. Shambhu Ram Kishan^. From 

this it follo-vs-s that the Full Bench decision in Bashi Ram's case^, to the extent it held 
that a suit filed by the land'ord after obtainig the permission of the District Magis- 
trate cannot become infructuous even if the Commissioner revokes the permission, 
is incorrect. But we agree -with the Full Bench that a suit validly instituted after 
obtaining a permission as required bv section 3(1) does not cease to be maintainable 
even if the State Government revokes after the institution of the suit, the peimission 
granted. If the State Government revokes the permission granted before the institu- 
tion of the Suit then there would be no valid permission to sue. In other words the 
State Government’s power to revoke the permission granted under section 3 (i) 
gets exhausted once the suit is validly instituted. 

For the_ reasons mentioned above, this appeal fails and the same is dismissed. 
But in the circumstances of the case, we make no order as to costs. 

V.M.K. Appial dismissed. 


i. (tojC) A.L.J. 584. 
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ment may from time to time by notification in the Official Gazette prohibit or 
restrict the bringing or taking by sea or by land goods of any specified description 
into or out of India across any customs frontiers as defined by the Central Govern- 
ment. This section is similar to section 12(1) of the Act. Section 167 (8) provides 
for punishments for offences under that Act. 

Before a case can be held to fall ^vithin the scope of section 23-A it must be 
sho^vn that there has been a contravention of the restrictions imposed by section 
12 (i). Therefore we have to find out what those restrictions are ? The only 
restriction placed by section 12 (i) read with the Central Government Notification 
dated 4th August, 1947, is that no one should export any goods from this country 
■without furnishing the declaration mentioned in section 12 (i). Admittedly 
the stipulated declarations in the prescribed forms have been furnished. The 
evidence specified have also been given. The declarations given do satisfy the 
requirements of section 12(1) though they do not correctly furnish aU the informa- 
tions asked for in the form. Such declarations cannot be considered as non est. The 
informations called for in the prescribed form cannot be considered as restrictions 
imposed by section 12 (i). They are merely informations called for for the proper 
exercise of the powers imder the Act. Many of them do not relate to the restric- 
tions imposed by section 12 (i). Neither section 12 (i) nor any other prorision 
in the Act empo^ver the rule-making authority to add to the restrictions imposed 
by section 12 (i). For finding out the restrictions imposed by section 12 (i) -tve 
have only to look to that section. The requirement of that section is satisfied 
if the stipulated declaration supported by the evidence prescribed or specified is 
furnished. The contravention complained of in this case is really the contravention 
of section 12 (2) and rule 5. The former is punishable under section 23 and the 
latter under section 23 read ^s■ith section 22. The main purpose of section 12 _(i) 
is to get a declaration from the exporter that he has either brought or will bring 
back the amount representing the full export value of the goods exported. 
There are other provisions in the Act to deal with other situations. 

There are two facets in every export, one relating to the goods exported and the 
other relating to the foreign exchange earned as a result of the export. Broadly 
speaking the former aspect is dealt with by the Ciistoms authorities and the latter 
either by the Reserve Bank or by the Director of Enforcement. The price of 
goods exported has to be mentioned in the invoice. But the Reserve Bank has 
pow'cr to examine whether the price mentioned in the invoices correct. Section 
12 (5) provides that where in relation to any goods exported the value as stated 
in the invoice is less than the amoimt which in the opinion of the Reserve Bank 
represents the full export \-aIuc of those goods, the Reserve Bank may issue an 
order requiring the person holding the shipping documents to retain possession 
thereof until such time as the exporter of the goods has made arrangements for the 
Rcscr\-e Bank or a person authorised by the Rescrs'c Bank to receive on behalf of 
the exporter payment in the prescribed marmcr of an amoimt -(v’hich represents 
in the opinion of the Reserve Bank the full c-xport value of the goods. Sub- 
section (6) of section 12 says that for the pmrposc of ensuring compliance -with 
the provisions of that section and any orders or directions made thereunder, the 
Reserve Bank may require any person making any export of goods to which a 
notification under sub-scction (r) applies to exhibit contracts ^vith his foreign 
buyer or other c%'idcncc to show that the full amount payable by the said buyer in 
respect of tlie goods have been or will witliin the prescribed period by paid in 
the prescribed manner. These provisions go to indicate that so far as the value 
of the goods exported is concerned the matter is left primarily in the hands of 
the Reserve Bank, and the Customs .kulhoritics are not btudened with that tvork. 
This aspect becomes relevant in ascertaining the true scope of section 12 (i). 

If we bc.ar in mind the scheme of the .Act, it is clear that so far as the Customs 
authorities arc concerned all that they have to sec is that no goods arc e.xportcd 
ss'ithotit furnishing the declaration prescribed under section 12 (i). Once that 
stage is passed the rest of the matter is left in the hands of the Reserve Bank and 
the Director of Enforcement. 
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under it, impose a conditional prohibition ^ a iwver is con- 

exporter to lift the bar by a unilateral dec ^hon J^e implied 

ferred on an exporter by a stetute, go^ fai ° . P ^£mj,-(jcrtopre\’cnt 

and be a condition pre-requisite. Thiscom deliberately false 

abuse of the power given by the Act. I ^TipTia<; not made the statutorj' 

declaration he controvenes section 12 (i) ecau declaration becomes 

declaration in good faith. It is not n^^ry itself a con- 

a nullity because the b^ch of good faith, a condition p ' ^67 (8) of 

travention of the conditional prohibition <u ’ /j-j the Exchange 

the Sea Customs Act read with section 23-A and ^^hon - ( material 

Act. Clerical mistakes and “Intakes dehberate falsehood 

particulars are not within the imschief of section (), -ivithin section 

Ind a deliberate evasion of the J-ith section 23-A, would 

12(1). Otherwise the ambit of section 12 ( ), -ner^ons concerned 

be iiirrowed to the point of extinction. An tfso Smtion but in 

in the export could with impumty givu countr^^ of foreign 

apparent compliance wth section 12 (i), an ^ ^ of the section cannot 

e^diange. An interpretation which ^«Um^e a mocLeym 

be siven. But tvhat about persom concerned 1 vi„^~P3njorter to success- 

persons concerned in the export wWch in persons are taken care of 

fully evade the provisions of the ^change Ac . P- 167 (8), there is no 

onl? under the Customs Act. IfJ^ey are covered by s^on ib/ 
reason to exclude the e.xporter himseF. It is rni^ Exchange Act. It is 

liable both to penalties under the Sea section 12 (i) and the goods 

indeed conceded that if no declaration is given i^er y.^-culd be liable 

are exported, the exporter and theper^m^ncemedi^^^^^^^ 

to be preceded both under section 167 (^) ° ^ ^.^orter and an exporter 

Control Act. There can be the applicability of 
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calls in the aid of Customs authorities prohibited export, 
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A.K. Sen, Senior Advocate ( 5 .Z). Kheiri, Avadh Behari and i?. jV. Bajoria, Advocates 
vath him), for Inter\'ener No. 5. 

jY.A. Senior Advocate Advocate, with him), for Inter- 

vener No. 6. 

J^\A. Palkhivala, Senior Advocate {A.K. Basn S.C. Milter and I.N. Shrooff, 
Advocates, -with him) for Intervener No. 7. 
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M.G. Setahad. Senior Advocate, M.K. Banerjee, Advocate and MJs. J.B. 
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The Court delivered the followng judgments 

Siferi, J. — These five appeals by certificate are directed against the judgment of 
the High Court of Madras whereby the High Comrt accepted the Writ Appeals 
against the judgment of Kailasam.J., in Writ Petitions Nos. 1592, 1593, 1594 and 
1601 of 1966 and 3948 of 1965, and directed the issue of writs of prohibition to the 
Union of India, the Collector of Customs, Aladras, and the Deputy Collector of 
Customs, VisaMiapatnam, appellants before us, prohibiting them from taking any 
action in pursuance of certain show-cause notice issued by the Deputy Collector 
Customs, \Tsakhapatnam. Common questions of law' are involved in these appeals 
and it svould suffice if I give facts in Writ Petition No. 1592 of 1966 out of which 
CivU Appeal No. 45 of 1968 arises. 

The relevant facts in that writ petition, for appreciating the points raised before 
us, are as follows : On 17th February, 1965, the Deputy Collector of Customs, 
Visakhapatnm, issued memorandum No. S/21/14/65 to M/s. Rai Bhadur Seth 
Shreeram Durgaprasad (Private) Ltd., Tumsar, and five others, hereinafter referred 
to as the Shippers. In this memorandum, in brief, it svas stated that the Shippers 
had entered into a formal contract oh 13th October, 1965, with M/s. Inter Contenen- 
tal Ores Supply Corporation, New Yor^ for the Shipment of 20,000 tons of Indian 
Manganese Ore of the grade of 43 per cent Mn., from the port of Visakhapatnam 
at a price of S0.67 per unit of Manganese per dry long ton, f.o.b. Visakhapatnam 
Bombay. The Sliippcrs exported from the port of Visakhapatnam 3,300 tons of 
Indian Manganese per S.S. ‘ALPHEAF under the cover of Shipping Bill No. 187 
dated 20th jSfarch, 1957, declaring therein that the export was being made in pursu- 
ance of the aforesaid contract. A G.R.I. form svas attached. It was stated that 
a certain note-book which had been seized earlier in August, 1963 disclosed that a 
sumof $25298.24 was received on 21st April, 1957, fromlNOSCO, j.e.. Intercontinen- 
tal Ores Supply Corporation, New York, the consignee of the subject goods, the 
amount hasing been credited to an account in the name of Gangadhar Narsinghdas 
Agrawal with the Trust Co., of North America, 115, Broadway, New York. It 
was further alleged in the memorandum that the Shippers had derived finandal 
benefits in respect of the subject export over and above those revealed to the 
Customs Authorities and/or other concerned authorities and the information 
about them was deliberately suppressed. It was further alleged that this constituted 
a contravention of section 12 (i) of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947, 
read with Notification No. 12 (i7)-F. 1/47 dated 4th August, 1947, as amended 
issued thereunder and the Foreign Exchange Regulation Rules, 1952. 

I may mention that by this notification the Central Government had prohibited 

“ the export o'heiw.'sc than by post of any goods cither directly or indidcctlv 
to any place outsffic India other than any of the countries or territories in the 
Schedule ann' X'xl to this order unless a declaration supported by such evidence 
as may be prescribed is fumished by the export to the prescribed authority 
that the amount representing the full export value of the goods has been or will 
within the prescribed period be paid in the prescribed manner,” 
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AccordingtotheDeputy Collector Customs, the goods have been thus exported 
in contravention of the restrictions and prohibitions imposed under section ig of 
the Sea Customs Act, 1878, read with section 12 (i) and the Notihcation No. 12 
(i 7)-F. 1/47 dated 4th August, 1947, issued thereunder, and section 23-A of the 
Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947, which exportation constituted an offence 
liable to be punished rmder section 167 (8) of this Sea Customs Act, 1878. Accord- 
ingly, the parties concerned were called upon to explain the matter and shorv cause 
in -ivriting to the Collector of Customs, Madras, why a penalty should not be 
imposed on them him imder section 167 (8) of the Sea Customs Act, 1878. 

It appears that a number of such memoranda were issued in respect of diverse 
shipments. Thereupon five petitions were filed in the High Court at Madras. 
In Writ Petition No. 1592 of 1966 it was alleged that 125 sho%v cause notices had 
been issued to the petitioners on various dates and it was prayed that a writ of prohi- 
bition or other appropriate -writ, order or direction under Article 226 of the Consti- 
tution of India prohibiting the respondents from taking any action in pursuance of 
the said shuvveause memos, may be issued. 

Various allegations were made but I need only mention the follosving allega- 
tions. It was submitted that the petitioners had complied with the statutory provi- 
sions inasmuch as a declaration in statutory form had been fiunished to the prescribed 
authority, to wit the Collector of Customs, and the Collector of Customs, having 
passed the consignments for shipment, had no further right or jurisdiction to 
take proceedings relating to the consignments in question. It was contended 
that if a declaration is found to be false, it did not mean that there was a breach of 
the provisions of section 12 (i) - 

In reply it was contended that what was required tmder section 12 (i) of the 
Foreign Exchange Regulation Act and the Rules ^v'as not any value but the actual 
amount representing the full export value, and a mere declaration of any vajue 
would not be sufficient compliance wth the provisions of section 12 (i) of the Foreign 
Exchange Act, 

The learned Single Judge, Kailasam, J., dismissed the petitions. Various points 
were urged but on the point addressed to us he held that the declaration to be given 
by the exporters meant not only that the value of the goods will be paid in the pres- 
cribed manner but also that the full export value of the goods given is the correct 
value. • 

I may mention that before the Division Bench the case of the Revenue svas 
classified in an affidavit and we may set out para 5 thereof : 

“Since the Comrt has now directed the respondents to file a supplemental affi- 
davit clarifying the stand taken by the department I state respectfully that the 
stand taken by the department both in the show cause memo, and here is that the 
essence of the offence committed by the appellants is that in the declaration 
required under section 12 (i) of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, they liavc 
deliberately given also particulars supported by false evidence. By giving this 
fraudulent declaration, they have secured the export of their goods. Tliis fraud 
vitiates the declaration itsdf, thereby making the export one in violation of the 
prohibition contained in section 12 (i) of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act.” 

It is not necessary to set out the modus operandi adopted by the petitioners but 
I may mention that it was contended that a scheme was entered into prior to the 
actual export and the goods \s’crc under-valued deliberately and the Department -was 
induced to accept their declarations by means of false evidence and fraudulent suppre- 
sion of facts. It is suggested that by this method a sum of Rs. 3,20,00,000 lund b< < n 
suppressed and there has been a failure to repatriate a corresponding amount of 
foreign exchange tvhich had been earned surreptitiously. It was furthe-r staled ih.at 
this scheme was adopted for all the shipments covered by the show cause notices, 
and also for many other sliipmcnt in respect of which show cause notices yet remain 
to be issued. 
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The Division Bench xjn appeal came to the conclusion that as the declarations 
were made under section 12 (i) and as they were scrutinised by the authorities it is 
not possible to contend that these goods were cither exported or attempted to be 
exported in violation of the prohibitions or restrictions imposed by law and are, 
therefore, liable to be confiscated under section 167 (8) of the Sea Customs Ac . 
The Division Bench further held that the alleged fraud on the part of the petitioners 
did not make any differenee. According to the Division Bench ‘ if the petitioners 
had misled the authorities by false representations or failed thereby to rep^i^te 
foreign exchange, by virtue of his obligation under section 12 (2), these are differ- 
ent offences for which separate and specific penalties can be imposed. 

The relevant statutory provisions at the time of exportation were as follows: 

“ The Foreign Exchange Regulation Act, 1947 - 

section 12. (i) — ^The Central Government may, by notification in the Official 
Gazette, prohibit the taking or sending out by land, sea or air (hereafter in this 
section referred to as export) of any goods or class of goods specified in the notifica- 
tion from India directly or indirectly to any place or specified unless a declaration 
supported by such evidence as may be prescribed or so specified, is furnished by 
the exporter to the prescribed authority that the amount representing the full 
export value of the goods have been, or will within the prescribed period be paid 
in the prescribed manner. 

(2) Where any export of goods have been made to which a notification under 
sub-section (1) applies, no person entitled to sell, or procure the sale of the said 
goods shall, except with the permission of the Reserve Bank, do or refrain 
from doing any act with intent to secure that, 

(а) the sale of goods is delayed to an extent which is unreasonable having 
regard to the ordinary course of trade, or 

(б) payment for the goods is made otherwise than in the prescribed manner 
or does not represent the full amount payable by the foreign buyer in respect of 
the goods, subject to such deductions, if any, as maybe ^owedbythe Reserve 
Bank, or is delayed to such extent as aforesaid : 

Provided that no proceedings in respect of any contravention of this sub-section 
shall be instituted unless the prescribed period has expired and payment for the 
goods representing the full amount as aforesaid has not been made in the prescribed 
maimer. 

(3) Where in relation to any such goods the said period has expired and the 
goods have not been sold and payment therefor has not been made as aforesaid 
the Reserve Bank may given to any person entitled to sell the goods or to procure 
the sale thereof, such directions as appear to it to be expendient for the purpose 
of securing the sale of the goods and payment therefor as aforesaid and without 
prejudice to the generality of the foregoing provisions, may direct that the 
goods shall be assigned to the Central Government or to a person specified in tAn 
directions. 


(4) Where any goods arc assigned in accordance with sub-sertinn /'o'l 
Central Government shall pay to the person assigning them mch mm ii^^ 
deration of the net sum recovered by or on behalS the Central ^vS^enTin 
respect of the goods as may be determined by the Central GovcmiSr 

(5) IMierc in relation to any such goods the value as stater) Jn ■ • • 

less than the amount wliich is the opinion of the Reserve Ba^ represents thc'fuU 
c.xport V.1UC of those goods, the Reseia-c Bank may issue an ordc? mq^rinv tS 
person holding the shipping documents to retain possession thereof uSirs^yrh^f 

as the c.xportcr of the goods has made arrangements for the R«crve ^ ^ 

authorised by the Reser^-c Bank to receive on bel Jf of tlm“ 
the prescribed manner of an amount which represents in thn 

Reserve Bank the full export value of the goods. ^ the opinion of the 
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(6) For the purpose of ensuring compliance "isith the provisions of this section 
and any order or directions made thereimdCT,. the Reserve Bank may require 
any person making any export of goods to ivhich a notification under sub-section 

(i) applies to exhibit contracts snth his foreign buyer or other evidence to show 
that the full amount payable by the said buyer in respect of the goods has been, 
or will within the prescribed period be, paid in the prescribed manner. 

Section 22. — ^No person shall, when compljdng with any order or direction 
rmder section 19 or with any requirement rmder section 19-B or svhen making 
any application or declaration to any authority or person for anj' purpose imder 
this Act, give any information or make any stat^ent which he knows or has reason- 
able cause to believe to be false, or not true, in any material particulars. 

Section — (t) If any person contravenes the provisions of section 4, section 5 
section g or sub-section (2) of section 12 or of any rule, direction or order made 
thereunder, he shall — 

(a) be liable to such penalty not exceeding three times the value of the foreign 
exchange in respect of wtiich . the contravention has taken place, or five 
thousand rupees, w'hichever is more, as may be adjudged by the Diector of Enforce- 
ment in the manner hereinafter provided, or 

(b) upon conviction by a Court, be punishable with imprisonment for a term 
^vhich may extend to t^vo years, or with fine, or with both. 

(i-A) Whoever contravenes — 

(а) any of the provisions of this Act or of any nile, direction or order made 
thereunder, other than those referred to in sub-section (i) of this section and 
section 19, shall, upon conviction by a Court, be pimishable with imprison — 
ment for a term w'hich may extend to two years, or -with Sne, or svith both; 

( б ) any direction or order made under section 19 shall, upon conviction by 
a Court, be punishable with fine svhich may extend to two thousand rupees. 

(i-B) Any Court trying a contravention xmder sub-section (i) or sub-section 
(i-A) and the authority adjudging any contravention under clause (a) of sub- 
section (i) may, if it thinks fit, and in addition to any sentence or penalty which 
it may impose for such contravention, direct that any currency, seemity, gold or 
silver, or goods or any other money or property, in respect of -which the contra- 
vention has taken place, shall be confiscated to the Central Government and 
further direct that the foreign exchange holdings, if any, of the person commit- 
ting the contravention or any part thereof shall be brought back into India or 
shall be retained outside India in accordance with the directions made in this 
behalf. 

Explanation. — ^For the piupose of this sub-section, property in respect of 
w’hich contravention has taken place shall include deposits in a bank, -where the 
said property is converted into such deposits. 

(2) Notwithstanding anj^hing contained in section 32 of the Code of Crimi- 
nal Procedure, 1898, it shall be lawful for any Magistrate of the first class, 
specially empowered in this behalf by the State Government, and for any Presi- 
dency Magistrate to pass a sentence of fine exceeding two thousand rupees on 
any person convicted of an offence punishable under this section. 

(3) No Court shall take cognizance — 

(а) of any offence punisitable under sub-section (i) except upon complaint 
in writing made by the Director of Enforcement, or 

(б) of any offence punishable under sub-section (i-A) of this section or 
under section 54 of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1932, as applied by section 19 
of this Act, except upon complaint in writing made by the Director of Enforce- 
ment or any officer authorised in this behalf by the Central Government or the 
Reserve Bank by a general or special order: 
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Provided that where any such offence is the contravention of any of the pro- 
visions of this Act or any nde, direction or _ order made thereunder which 
prohibits the doing of an act \vithout permission, no such complaint, shall he 
made unless the person accused of the offence has been given an opportunity of 
shovnng that he had such permission. 

(a) Nothing in the first proviso to section i88 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure. iSgS"! shall apply to anv offence punishable under this section. 

S'ctkr. 23-A— Without prejudice to any provisions of section 23 or to any 
o^her provision contained in this Act. the restrictions imposed by sub-sections 
rif and (2) of section 8. sub-section (i) of section 12 and clause (a) of sub- 
section (i) of section 13 shall be deemed to have been imposed under section 19 
of tkc Sea Customs .Act. 1879, and all the provisions of that Act shall have 
effect accordinglv. e.xcept that section 183 thereof shall have effect as if for the 
svord shall therein the word “ may were substituted.'^ 

“ The Sea Castems Act, 1878 

i6“. The offences mentioned in the first column of the following schedule 
shall be punishable to the extent mentioned in the third column of the same evdth 
reference to such offences respectively : — 


Offences 

Sections of this 

Act to zfhich offence 

Penalties 

has reference 


I 

2 

3 


8. If any goods, the importation 
or exportation of tvhich is for 
the time being prohibited or 
restricted by or under Chapter 
IV of this '.Act, be import^ 
into or exported from India 
contrars- to such prohibition 
or restriction; or 

if any attempt be made so to 
import or export any such 
goods ; or 

if any such goods be found in 
a.ny package produced to any 
officer of Customs a^ contain- 
ing no such goods; or 

if any such goods, or any duti- 
a’ule ccfod'. be found either 
bcforc'or after land'ng or ship- 
ment to hare 1: 'cn concealed 
in any manner on board of any 
vessel within tire limits of any 
port in India; or 

if any coods. the exportation 
of sdrich is prohibited or res- 
tricted as aforesaid, be 
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18& 19 such goods shall be liable 
to confiscation; and 

any person concerned in 
any such offence shall be 
liable to a penalty not 
exceeding three times the 
value of the goods, or not 
exceeding one thousand 
rupees. 
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brought to any -wharf in order 
to be put on board of any 
vessel for exportation contrary 
to such prohibition or restric- 
tion. 


“ Foreign Exchange Regulation Rules, 

3- Form of declaration. — (i) A declaration under section 12 of the Act shall 
be in one of the forms set out in the First Schedule as the Reserve Bank may by 
notification in the Gazette of India specify as appropriate to the requirements of 
a case. 

{2) Declarations shall be executed in sets of such number as indicated on 
the forms. 

4. Authority to vohem declaration to be furnished. — (i) The original of the 
declaration shall be furnished to the Collector of Customs; provided tliat 
when export is by post, the original of the declaration shall be furnished 
to the postal authorities. 

(2) Copies of the declaration shall be submitted to the authority and in the 
manner specified on forms. 

(3) The documents pertaining to c\-cr\' export passed by the Customs shall 
within 21 daj’s from the date of the export, be submitted to the authorised dca’cr 
mentioned on the rdcs'ant declaration form, unless the Rcsers'c Bank, in its 
discretion, authorises otherwise. 

5. Evidence in support of declaration. — (i) The Reserve Bank or subject 
to such directions, if any, as may be given by the Rcscr\-c Bank, the Collector of 
Customs or the postal authorities, may, to satisfi- themselves of due compliance 
with section 12 of the Act, rc-quirc such cs'.'dcncc in support of the declaration 
as may satisfy them that the exporter is a person resident in India, or has a place 
of business in India. 

(2) The Rcseive Bank, or subject to such corrections, if any, as may be given 
by the Resers'c Bank, the Collector of Customs, or the Postal authorities may 
requires any c-xportcr to produce in support of the declaration such evidence as 
mas'^ be in his possess'on or posver to satisfy them. 

CO 

(if) that the invoice valucstatcd in the declaration is the full w.luc of the 
goods; and (Hi) that the amount representing the full c.xport value of the goods 
has been or will be paid to the e.xportcr. Ejqjlanation 

The points which have emerged from the discussion at the Bar and which 
require determination may be formulated thus: 

(t) Wfiiat is the meaning of the expression '• restrictions imposed by sub- 
section (i) of section 12 ” occurring in section 23-A of the Exchange .Act ? Can 
other sections of the Exchange .Act be ’ooked at for determining the ambit of 
the restrictions imposed by section 12 (i) ? Do restrictions imposed under the 
Rules made under the Exchange .Act and relating to section 12 (i) come within 
the meaning of this expression ? 

(2) \\Ttat is the true meaning of the words 

“ a declaration supported b}' such cs idcnce as may Ijc prcscriljed or so speci- 
fied is furnished by the exporter to the prescribed autho.riiy that the amount 
representing the full export \-aluc of the goods has Inrcn or will within the 
prescribed period be paid in the prescribed manner ” ? 

Is it ncccssars- that the declaration shall be made honestly or in good 
faith ? Should it disclose the true export value ? Is it a breach of the sub- 
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the Exchange ^ct. " contravention of section 12 (i)? 

tion that it should be treated as a con ra , . ■ nrelfminaia- observations 

Before dealing with point enacted in the interest of the 

ntay be made. I luav^ of its provisions would 

national economy. A ‘^ohbera » child in the countia'. Such an Act, 

affect the interests of c\ery jnake it workable, it should, hot\e\ cr, 

I apprehend, should bc.constnicd - to the language employed by the 

receive a fair oonstrriction do n.^^no ,j^c one that is m 

Legislature. It was said tin. accented It is not ncccssar\' to pronounce on hi 
favour of the subject should that there is one true construction of 

proposition for I have '^V^Sen to be assenting to this proposition m 

a right to sabotage the national economy . 

H? ^vas dealing wth a ease ^ ;^iayoT of Portsmouth v. Charles Smith . 

introduced into another . . parliament is introduced into another Act 

" Wdicn a single section .^vhich it bore in the original Act from 'v hi eh 

I think it must be read m the f ‘"rfcctlv legitimate to refer to all the rest 

it is taken, and that the sMtion meant, though those other 

of that Act in order to new Act. I do not mean that if there was 

'"it seems to me that this is tlm W 

E-xchange Act for another reason, l ltc r ^ ^ purposes 

Sknot be different for the " ^^ct ?or rgreach of section 12 (i) may .^so 

of section 167 (8) of the Cu^ 7 In other words, the same contmvention 
be punishable under Customs Act as well as the Exchange Act and 

riStc' «.c rc.ric.ion, i»po,=d by n seCon nee d.lTc. 

rent*" for different Acts. restrictions imposed by the Rules 

Then am I entitled to ? It seems to me that . rules not refer- 

madc under section 27 cf J^'g.n'into account, but any r^trictions imposed 

rablc to section 12 (i) raot^o , ‘^r be treated as restrictions imposed b\ section 

bv rules rcfcrrablc to ff^^^ifcintcmplatcs rules being made on three P^^ts, t.r., 
I'n (i) Section 12 (i) its.li , tBi' declaration. (2) the authority .0 which 

evidence .vhid.i, w »ppo^^^^^^^^^ I. nn, said . ,n< 

the declaration is to be ftan,- ^^rlude the restrictions made under the Rule., 
the words “by section i- ( 1 ;rheme of an Act this proposition mav be true. 
But though in some Alverstonc, C.J., in Welliosduk v. Mms,- as 

the general rule is as sU.-CQ o> 

■ 1 not a nrovision of an Act, I am of opinion 

a in. be apaini. L. p.oposi.icn. I d.e.uld ceriainly 


. ^ -.r . 


( 1875 ) L.R. 10 d-B. 355- 
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have been prepared to hold apart from authority that, ^s-hcrc a statute enable 
an authority to make regulations, a regulation made under the Act, becomes for 
the piuposc of obedience or disobedience a provision of the Act. The regulation 
is only the machinery by evhich Parliament has determined ^\•hether certain 
things shall or shall not be done.” 


These obsen'ations were approved bv the House of Lords in JVicI:s v. Director 
of Public ProsectiliotP, thus: 

“ There is, of course, no doubt that, when a statute like the Emergency Powers 
(Defence) Act, 1939, enables an authority to make regulations, a regulation tvliich 
is validly made under the Act, i.e., which is iitira vires of the regulation making 
authority, should be regarded as though it were itself an enactment. As the 
Court of Crim'nal Appeal has pointed out in its judgment, that was decided 
by the Divisional Corurt in Willingdale v. Karris-, and it appears to me that 
that decision is prefectly coiTect. Consequently, the charge against the appellant 
here was, in effect, that he had committed crimes defined or contained in the 
Act of Parliament.” - 


The Court of Criminal Appeals has stated in R. v. JVic/:s\ as follo^^•s: 

“ The first observation which the Court w'ould make is that they arc in complete 
agreement with the decision of the Divisional Court in Willingdale v. Karris, - 
tliat, where a statute enables an authority to make regulations, a regulation made 
under the Act becomes for the purpose of obedience or disobrficnce a provision 
of the Act. The regulation is oidy the machinery by which Parliament has 
determined avhether certain things shall or shall not be done. It is, therefore, 
clear that the regulations must be read as though they were contained in the Act 
itself. They derive their efficacy solely from the Act and accordingly expire 
with the Act,*but it may be that the Legislatiuc has provided that some restrictions 
or consequences shall remain effective notwitlistanding the e.xpiration of the 
Act,” 

In a recent case, Rallibone v. Eundock*, the Divisional Court following these 
cases held that regulation 89 of the Motor Vehicles (Construction and Use) Regula- 
tions, 1955, tvas for the purpose of obedience or disobedience a provision of the 
Road Traffic Act, 1930. 


In Dr. Indramaiii Pjarelal Gupta v. W. R. Kalliu and others^, this Court was con- 
cerned, inter alia, with the intcrpretal.on of section 3 (i) of the Fonrard Contract 
(Regulation) Act, 1952, which used the words “ such duties as may be assigned by 
or under this Act.” A>wangar, J., speaking for the majority, observed: 

“ Learned Counsel is undoubtedly right in Itis submission that a power con- 
ferred by a by-law is not one conferred “ by the Act ” for in the context the expres- 
sion “ conferred by the Act ” tvould mean “ conferred expressly or by nccessar>’ 

implication by the Act itself The words “under the Act” would, 

in that context, signify wliat is not directly to be found in the statute itself but is 
conferred or imposed by virtue of powers enabling this to be done; in other words, 
by laws made by a subordinate law-making authority which is emposecred to 
do so by the parent Act. This distinction is thus between wlvat is directly done 
bv the enactment and what is done indirectly by rule-making authorities w-hich 
arc vested trith powers in tliat belialf by the Act. (vide Habli Electricitj Bombay 
Ltd. v. Province of Bombay^, and Karayanaswami Kaidu v. Krishna .Marlhi'.” 


The observations of Subba Rao, J., as he then was, at p.ige.775, relied upon by the 
appellants are these: 


1. 


3 - 

4 - 

5 - 


(1947) I .Ml E.R. 205, 2oG. 

(igoq) l K.B. 57, 64. 

(1946) 2 All E.R. 529.53'- 
(1962) 2 All E.R. 257. 

(1953) I S.e.R. 7Sii 737: ('963) 2 S.C.J. 


59 - 

6. L. R. (1959) 7C I.A. 57, CO: (i9!9)3 
.M.L.J. 30. 

7. I.L.R. (1958) Mad. 513, 547 : (1958) t 
M.LJ. 367, 
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“ I would, therefore, construe the words by or under this Act, or as may be 
prescribed ” as folloAs-s: “ by this Act” applies to powers assigned proprio vigore by 
the provis:ons of the Act; “ Under thi.s Act ” applies to an assignment made in 
exercise of an express posver conferred under the provisions of the Act; and “ may 
be prescribed ” takes in an ?,ssignmcnt made in exercise of a power conferred 
under a rule. This construction gives a natural meaning to the plain words 
used in the section and avoids stretching the language of a statutor)’ provision 
to save an illegal by-law,” 

In my opinion that case does not assist me because the Court syas construing the 
words by or under the Act,” and Asyangar, J,, specifically discussed the meaning 
of “ by the Act ” in the context. 

Regarding the case of United States v, George R. Eaton^, relied on appellants’ 
behalf, I find that the Supreme Court of the United States explained and distingui- 
shed that case in Singer v. United States ”- as follows ; 

“ United States v. 'Ealon^, turned on its special facts, as United States v, Grimdad^, 
emphasizes. It has not been construed to state a fixed principle that a regulation 
can never be a “ law ” for purposes of criminal prosecutions. It may or may not 
be, depexidjng exn the- sfrvrture .of the particuhiy Ithe Eei}J >?3 involved 
a statute -^vhich levied a tax on cleomargarint; and regulated in detail cleomar- 
garine manufacturers. Section 5 of the statute pro\nded for the kee ping of such 
books and records as the Secretary'- of the Treasury might require. But' it pro- 
vided no penalty for non-compliance. Other -Sections, however, laid do^m other 
requirements for manufacturers, and prescribetl penalties for violations. Section 
20 gave the Secretary the power to make '' all needful regulations ” for enforcing 
the Act. A regulation \vas promulgated under section 20 requiring ^yholcsalcrs 
to keep a prescribed record. . The prosecution svas for non-compliance \v’ith 
that regulation. Section 18 imposed criminal penalties for failure to do any of 
the things “ required by la'w.” The Court held that the violation of the re-gula- 
tion promulgated under section 20 was not aq offence. It reasoned that since 
Congress had prescribed penalties for certain qcts but not for the failure to keep 
books the omission could not be supplied by rcjgulation. And Congre-ss had not 
added criminal sanctions to the rules promulgated under section 20 of the Act.” 

I would in this connection prefer to apply the English decisions referred to above 
as section 12 (i) itself docs not impose any restrictions and contamplatcs certain 
things to be prescribed. 

Coming now to the construction of section 12 (i), it seems to nic that what it 
requires is a declaration of some actual figure which according to the declarant 
represents ^ the full export va.Iue.’ Othendse there is no point in requiring support 
of such evidence as may be prescribed. Further it is clear that some actual figure 
lias to be mentioned -when the e.xportcr declares that he lias received the amount 
representing the full export \-aluc. I apprehend that the same applies in the case 
where the amount has not yet been received. The rules make this clear. Rule 5 (2) 
(if) ivhich require the invoice value stated in the declaration to be the full c-xport 
\-aluc of goods, is rcfcrrable to section 12 (i) of the Exchange Act and may be taken 
to indicate that an actual figure has to be mentioned. It may be an «timatc if 
the goods have not been sold before the export, but a fimirc must be indicatc-d. 

Coming to the crux of the problem, docs section 12 (i) by itself require absolu- 
tely correct particulars ? It is said that section (i) does not require it for section 
20 requires the exporter only to make a declaration “ which he kno\s-s or has reason- 
able cause to be fabc or not true in any matcrird particulars.” How could it be 
that if section 12 (i) itself requires absolutely correct particulars, section 22 limits 
the requirement ? It seems to me that there is force in this contention but onlv to 
a limited extent. Section 12 (1) and the notification dated 4th August. 1947, 


3- U S. 506. 518,519; 55 L.ed. 563. 568 

3 * 400. 


i 


3G L. cd. 50t. 

So L. cd, 2S5, 290. 
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made under it, impose a conditional •prohibition. The rcction confers a power on 
an exporter to lift the bar by a unilateral declarat'on. Wlicn such a power is 
conferred on an exporter by a statute, good faith on his part must at least be implied 
and be a condition pre-requisite. This construction is ncccssarj' in order to pre- 
vent abuse of the power given by the Act. (See Maxivcll on Interpretation of 
Statutes, nth Edition, page 1 16). If the exporter makes a deliberately false dc-cla- 
ration he contravenes section 12 (i) because he has not made the statutory' declara- 
tion in good faith. It is not necessary' to say' that the declaration becomes a nullity 
because the breach of good faith, a condition pre-requisite, is itself a contravention 
of the conditional prohibition or restriction, -within sc-ction 167 (8) of the Sea 
Customs Act read with section 23-A and section r 2 (r ) of the Exchange Act. Clerical 
mistakes and mistakes made bma fide even in respect of material particulars are 
not within the mischief of section 12 (i), but a deliberate falsehood and a delibe- 
rate evasion of the provisions of section 12 (i) come within section t2 (i). Othervrise 
the ambit of section 12 (r), read with section 23-A, would bo narrowed to the point 
of extinction. An exporter and persons concerned in the expor.t could with impunity 
give a deliberately false declaration but in apparent compliance ^rith section 12 (i), 
and deprive this country' of foreign exchange. I can not give an interpretation 
which will make a mockery of the section. But it is said that other sections of the 
Exchange Act will take care of such an exporter. He can be prosecuted under 
section 23 (i-A) read with section 22. He can be sentenced to imprisonment ivhich 
may extend to two years. He can also be fined to an unlimited extent. The 
Foreign Exchange lost can be retrieved by a Clourt acting under section 23 (J-B). 
This may be true that the exporter is liable as stated above. But ^vhat about persons 
concerned in the illegal export ? It is the persons concerned in the export which 
in most cases enable the exporter to successfully evade the provisions of the Exchange 
Act. These persons are taken care of only under the Customs Act. If they arc 
covered by section 167 (8), there is no reason to exclude the exporter himself. It 
is not unusual to make persons liable both to penalties under the Sea Customs Act 
and the Exchange Act. It is indeed conceded that if no declaration is given under 
section 12 (i) and the goods are exported, the exporter and the persons concerned in 
the export would be liable to be proceeded both under section 167 (8) of the Sea 
Customs Act and the Exchange Control Act. I can dratv no distinction bet\vccn 
such an exporter and an exporter who gives a deliberately' false declaration for the 
purpose of the applicability of section 167 (8) of the Sea Customs Act. 

I am not impressed by the argument that the Foreign Exchange Act deals tviih 
the basic policy' regarding foreign exchange and it was not the intention to punish 
off-‘ndcrs who violate foreign exchange restrictions under the Sea Customs Act. 
It is section 23-A of the Exchange Act w’h'ch itself deems the restrictions imposed 
under section 12 (i) to have been imposed under section 19 of the Sea Customs 
Act. Not only that. The opening sentence of section 23-A makes it clear that this 
is without prejud'cc to section 23 and to any other provisions in the E.xchangc Act. 
In other words, the provisions of section 23 and other relevant sections arc not 
affected or limited. They -svill have their full operation. 

The fact that the c.xportcr may be proceeded under section 12 (2) (I may assume 
tliat this is so for the purpose of this casc)for non-pay'ment of the full amount payable 
by the foreign buy'or, or that the Rcsers'C Bank can in the ca-entualifics mentioned 
in section I2 (5) require the holding up of shipping documents or that the Rcsen.'e 
B.ank by exorcising powers under section 12 (6) secure contracts and other widcnce 
to discover the full amount payable do not throw any light on the Construction of 
section 23-.'\ and section 12 (i) except that the Legislature is anxious that the “ full 
export value ” shall be received in tltis country. Section 23-.-\ read with section 
12 (i) caUs in the aid ofCustoms authorities to achitve the same object, but ropes 
in alongwith the exporter the persons conccmtcl in the prohibited export. 

I am not able to appreciate how the cx'stcnce of section 167 (37}, scci'on 167 
(72) and section 167 (81) is of any assistance for the purpose of interpreting section 
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23-A and section 12 (r) of the Exchange Act. It may bo — I do not decide it — ^that an 
exporter, like the respondents, \vill also be liable to be proceeded against under these 
items of section 167. 

Tak’ng the facts as alleged by the Customs authorities to be true, as they must 
he taken to be true for the purpose of this application under Article 226, it seems to 
me that no case for the issue of a ss-rit of prohibition has been made out. In the 
result the judgment of the Appeal Court is re\’crscd and that of the learned Single 
Judge restored. The appellants tviU have costs incurred in this Court. One hearing 
fee. 

H€gde, J. for Bachawat, J., and himself — We had the advantage of studying 
the judgment just now delivered by our brother Sikri, J, but we regret that we are 
tmable to agree with the conclusions reached by him. After carefully analysing 
the arguments advanced before us wc has'e come to the conclusion that no grounds 
were made out to interfere with the order of the Appellate Bench of the Madras 
High Court. ^Vc shall now proceed to give cur reasons in support of our con- 
clusion. 

The respondents in these appeals arc exporters of manganese ore. It is sadi 
that they had exported large quantities of manganese ore after ostensibly complying 
with the formalities of law but in reality' they' had under-invoiced the various consign- 
ments sent by them and further that they had failed to repatriate foreign exchange 
of the s*alue of about three crores of rupees obtained by' them as the price of the 
manganese ore exported. It is said that by so doing they had contravened section 
12 (i) of the Foreign Exchange Regulation Act 1947 (to be hereinafter referred 
to as the Act) read with section 23 (A) of that Act and sections ig and 167 (8) of 
the Sea Customs Act. The case for the appellants is that during the search of 
the house of some of the respondents on suspicion that they had hoarded gold 
certain documents from the house of some of the respondents were seized and those 
documents disclosed the facts set out above. On the basis of the said informat’on 
the Deputy Collector of Customs Visakhapatnam issued several notices to the 
respondents requiring them to show cause why action should not be tak^n against 
them under the aforementioned provisions. On receipt of those notices the respon- 
dents moved the High Court of Madras under Article 226 of the Constitution 
praying that that Court may' be pleased quash the sho^v cause notices in question 
and prohibit the appellants from taking any' further action on the b^s of those 
notices. Those petitions were dismissed by Kailasam, J., on ist September, 1966 
but his orders were reverse-d by the Appellate Bench of that Court by its Judgment 
dated I2th September. 1967. The Appellate Bench grantc-d the reliefs prayed for 
by the respondents. It is as against that decision these appeals have been brought 
after obtaining the necessary certificates from the High Court. 

The only' question that arises for decision in these appeah is whether on the 
facts set out in the sho^v cause notices, which facts have to be assumed to be correct 
for the purpose of these proceedings, the respondents can be held to have contravened 
section 12 (i) which reads: 

*■ The Central Government may, by notificafon in the Official Gazette, prohibit 
the taking or sending out by land, sea or air (hereinafter in thri section referred 
to as export) of any goods or class of goods specified in the notification from India 
directly or indhcctiy to any place so specified unless a declaration supported 
by such evidence as may be prescribed or specified, is furnished by the c.xportcr 
to the prescribed authority that the amount representing the full export s-alue of 
the goods has been, or will within the prescribed period be. paid in the prescribe-d 
manner.’’ 

On 4th .August. 1947. the Central Government issued a notification prohibiting 
the export of ail goods to any place outside India unless a declaration supported bv 
such evidence as may be prescribed is furnished by the exporter to the prescribed 
authority that the amount repre’scnfng the full c.xport \-alue of the goods has been 
or will within the prescribed period b''. paid in the prescrib'd manncT. Rule 3 
of the Foreign E.xchange Rcgulat’on Rules 1952 framed under section 27 of the 
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Act provides that a declaration under section 12 of the Act shall be in one of the 
forms set out in the First Schedule as the Reser\’e Bank may by notification in the 
Official Gazette specify as appropriate to the requirements of a case. The form 
that is relevant for our present purpose is G. R. i. Rule 5 empo%\'ers the RescT%’e 
Bank, the Collector of Customs or the postal authorities, to require the exporter 
to furnish such evidence in support of the declaration as may satisfy them that the 
exporter is a person resident in India or has a place of business in India. These 
authorities may also require the exporter to produce in support of the declaration 
such evidence as may be in his possession or power to satisfy them (z) that the desti- 
nation stated on the declaration is the final place of destination of the goods exported; 
{it) that the invoice value stated in the declaration is the full export value of the 
goods, and {Hi) that the amount representing the full export value of the goods has 
been or -will be paid to the exporter. Form G. R. i stipulates that the exporter 
should furnish the information called for therein. Therein the exporter is also 
required to make the following declaration: 

" I hereby declare that I am the seller/consignor of the goods in respect of 
which this declaration is made and that the particulars given above arc true and 
(fl) that the invoice value declared is the full export value of the goods and is 
the same as that contracted ^s'ith the buyer; {b) that this is a fair valuation of the 
goods which are unsold. 

I/My principals undertake that I/they will deliver to the bank mentioned 
below the foreign exchangf'/rupee proceeds resulting from the e.xport of these 
goods or before ” 

It is not denied that the respondents before exporting the goods in question had 
furnished declarations in the prescribed forms. Therein they had declared that 
the full export value of the goods has been or w’ill within the prescribed period be 
paid in the prescribed manner. It is also not denied that they had furnished to 
the appropriate authorities the prescribed evidence. The case against them as 
mentioned earlier, is that they had under-invoiced the goods and failed to repatriate 
a portion of the foreign e.xchange earned by them. It is also alleged that they gave 
incorrect information in their declarations. If these allegations arc correct Avhich 
■we have to assume to be correct for the purpose of this case, then it is obvious tliat 
the declarations given by the respondents do not comply syith the requirements of 
rule 5. 

.Section 22 of the Act provides that no person when making an application 
or declaration to any authority or person for any purpose under the .^ct shaU give 
any information or make any statement which he knows or has reasonable cause to 
.belies'e to be false or not true, in any material particular. Section 23 prescribes 
that if any person contravenes the provisions of section 12 or of any rule, direction 
or order made thereunder he sliall {a) be liable to such penalty not exceeding three 
times the value of the foreign exchange in respect of which the contravention has 
taken place, or five thousand rupees, whichever is more, as may be adjudged by 
the Director of Enforcement in the manner provided in the Act or (b) upon convic- 
tion by a Court, be punishable with imprisonment for a term ^vhich may expend 
to two rears, or ^\•ith fine, or with both. In view of these provisions it was not dis- 
puted before us that if the information given by the respondents in the aforemen- 
tioned declarations was false to the knotdedge of those rvho made those declarations 
or if they had reasonable cause to believe tliat it svas false or not true in any material 
particular then they arc liable to be dealt with under section 23. 

Sub-section (2) of section 12 provides that: 

“ Where any export of goods has been made to svhich a notification under sub- 
section (i) applies, no person entitled to sell, or procure the sale of the sale goods 
shall, c.xcept with the permission of the Rcscivc Bink, do or refrain from doing 
anything or take or refrain from taking any action which Ins the eflcct of Sfcuring 
tint 
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(b) pa^-ment for the goods is made othensdse than in the prescribed manner 
or does not represent the full amount payable by the foreign buyer in respect of 
the goods, Subject to such deductions, if any, as may be allowed by the Reserve 
Bank, or is delayed to such extent as aforesaid.” 

The contravention of the abos’e provisions is punishable under section 23. Hence 
the respondents' failure to repatriate any part of the foreign exchange earned by 
them by the sale of the manganese ore exported can be penalised by imposing on 
them a penalty not exceeding three times the %”alueofthe foreign exchange in respect 
of which the contravention had taken place or Rs. which ever is more as may 

be adjudged bv the Director of Enforcement in the manner provided in the Act. 
Hence it is open to the Director of Enforcement tolcvy on such of the respondents 
as have contravened section 1 2 (2) penalty not exceeding three times the va.lue^ of 
the foreign exchange not repatriated which in the preSent case can be about nine 
crores of rupees. They may also be pimished under sc-ction 23 (i) (6). This 
position is conceded by the Counsel appearing for the appellants. But it is urged 
on behalf of the appellants that for the offonces committed by the respondents they 
arc not only liable to be punished under section 23 but also under section 23 (A) . 
The Appellate Bench of the Madras High Court negatived that contention. Section 
23 (A) as it stood at the relevant time provided that: 

" Without prejudice to the provisions of section 23 or any other provision con- 

tamed in this Act, the restrictions imposed by sub-section (i) of 

section 12 '. .shall be deemed to have been imposed under section 19 of 

the Sea Customs Act 1878 and all provisions of that Act shall have effect^ accord- 
ingly, except that section 183, thereof shall have effect as if for the word shall 
therein the %vord ‘ may ’ ^vere substituted.” 

If the allegations mentioned in the show cause notices come sritliin the scope of 
section 23 (A) then it necessarily foliou-s that they will be gowrned by the provisions 
in section ig and section 167 (8) of the Sea Customs Act, 1878. Section 19 of 
the Sea Customs Act provides: 

” that the Central Government may from time to time by notification in the 
official gazette prohibit or restrict the bringing or taking by sea or by land goods 
of any specified description into or out of India across any customs frontiers as 
defin^ by the Central Government.'’ 

This section, is similar to section 12 (i) of the Act, Section 167 (8) provides for 
punishments for offences under that Act. That section to the extent material for 
our present purpose reads: 

“ The offences mentioned in the first column of the following schedule shall be 
punishable to the extend mentioned in the third column of the same with reference 
to such offences respectively: 



Sections of this 


Offences 

Acl to ii'hkh offence 

Penalties. 


has reference. 


1 ^ 

0 

r> 

0 


S. If any goods, the importation 
or exportation of which is for 
the time being prohibited or 
restricted by or under Chapter 
IV of this Act, be imported 
into or c-xported from India 
contraiy to such prohibition 
or restriction; or 


18 & 19 such goods shall be liable 
to confiscation; and 

any person concerned in 
any such offence shall be 
liable to a penalty not 
exceeding three times the 
value of the goods, or not 
exceeding one thousand 
rupjccs. 


scj— S6 
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if any attempt be made so to 
import or export any such 
goods; or 

if any such goods be found in 
any package produced to any 
officer of Customs as contain- 
ing no such goods; or 

if any such goods, or any duti- 
able goods, be found either 
before or after landing or ship- 
ment to have been concealed 
in anv manner on board of 
any vessel within the limits of 
any port in India; or 

if any goods, the exportation 
of which is prohibited or res- 
stricted as aforesaid, be 
brought to any wharf in order 
to be put on board of any 
vessel for exportation contrary 
to such prohibition or restric- 
tion. 


If an offence falls under section 23-A the fact that the said offence is also punish- 
able under section 23 is immaterial. The provisions of section 23 (A) arc svithout 
prejudice to the provisions of section 23. The mere fact that the offences alleged 
against the respondents are punishable under section 23 would not exclude the 
application of section 23 (A). Therefore all that we have to see is whether those 
offences fall svithin the ambit of section 23 (A). If they do then the impugned 
show cause notices must be held to be valid. If they do not, then no proceeding 
can be taken on the basis of those notices. 

Before a case can.be held to fall within the scope of section 23 (A) it must be 
shown that there has been a contravention of the restrictions imposed by section is 
(i). Therefore tve have to find out what those restrictions arc ? The only restric- 
tion placed by section 12(1) read with the Central Government Notification dated 
4th August, 1947, is that no one should export any goods from this country without 
furnishing the declaration mentioned in section 15 (i). Admittedly the stipulated 
declarations in the prescribed forms have been furnished. The evidence specified 
have also been given. Therefore prima facie there was no contravention of section 
12 (i). What is said against the respondents is that the invoice price mentioned by 
them in the declarations did not represent the full export value; hence the declara- 
tions given by them arc invalid declarations which means that the concerned goods 
were exported without furnishing the dccl.aration required by section 12 (r). It 
is not possible to accept this, argument. TJic declarations given do satisfy the 
requirements of section 12 (i) though they do not correctly furni.sli all the informa- 
tions asked for in the form. Such declarations cannot be considered as non-(!St. 
The informations called for in the prescribed form cannot be considered as restric- 
tions imposed by section 12 (i) . They arc merely informations calletl for the proper 
exercise of the powers tinder the Act. Many of them do not relate to the restrictions 
imposed by section 12 (t). Neither section 12 (1) nor any other provision in the 
Act empower the rule m.aking authority to add to the restrictions impostetl by 
section 12 (r). Foi finding out the restrictions imposed by section 12(1) wc h.avc 
only to look to that section. The requirement of that section is s.atisfied if the stipu- 
lated declaration supported by the evidence prescriiied or spccifieti is furnished. 
The contravention complained of in this case is rc.ally the contravention of section 
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12 (2) and rule 5. The former is punishable under section 23 and the latter under 
section 23 read svith section 22. 

The declaration required by section 12 (i) is only to the effect that the amoim-^ 
representing the full export value of the goods has been or will \vithin the prescribed 
period be, paid in the prescribed manner. This is as it should be because this 
section governs both the goods sold to the foreign huycrs as well as those sent on 
consignment basis. So far as the goods sold to the foreign buyer are concerned it 
is generally possible for the exporter to know the exact \-aIue but that would not be 
the position when the goods are sent on consignment basis. In the case of goods 
sent on consignment basis, the exporter can give only an estimated value. The 
main purpose of section 12 (i) is to get a declaration from the exporter that he has 
either brought or will bring back the amount representing the fuU export value of 
the goods exported. There are other provisions in the Act to deal with other situ- 
ations, Vdc shall presently refer to them. 

If sve are to hold that every declaration svhich does not state accmately the 
full export value of the goods exported is a contravention of the restrictions imposed 
by section 12 (r) then all exports on consignment basis must be held to contravene 
the restrictions imposed bv’^ section 12 (i). Admittedly section 12 (i) governs 
everv tvpe of export. Again it is Iiard fo believe that the Legisla.ture intended that 
any minor mistake in giving the full ejqjort value should be penalised in the manner 
provid^ in section 23 (A). The wording of section 12 (i) docs not support such a 
conclusion. Such a conclusion does not accord rrith the purpose of section 12 (i). 

It is true that the regulations contained in the Act arc enacted in the economic 
and financial interest of this country. The co'ntravention of those regulations, 
which we were told are vsidespread are affecting vital economic interest of this 
countrv’. Therefore the rigour and sanctity of those regulations should be main- 
tained but at the same time it should not be forgotten that section 12 (1) is a penal 
section. The true rule of construction of a section like section 12 (i) is, if we may 
say so with respect, as mentioned by Plowman, J. In Re H. P. C. Productions Ltd. 
Therein the learned Judge obscrv<d: 

“ I approach the question of the construction of the Exchange Control Act in 
the light of principles stated by Upjohn J. in London and Connlry Commercial Properties 
Investments v. Attorney-General- to which Mr. BagnaU referred. In that case 
the Court was concerned with the construction of the Borrowing (Control 
and Guarantees). Act 1946 and the Control of Borrowing Order 1947. 
Upjohn J. saidr “ the first question I have to consider is what are the principles 

of construction which I must adopt in construing tliis Act and this order I 

have to bear in mind that this is a penal statute. It indeed, I suppose, represents 
'the high water mark of the Parliamcntarv- invasion of the traditional rights of 
the subjects of this realm.’’ Then he vwnt on to explain why that was so and 
continued; “ In those circumstances what arc the canons of construction to 
be adopted? I do not propose to refer to the authorities at length. I think 
that the proper approach to the construction of such a statute as this is that I 
must construe it as I would any other instrument, that is to say, I must look at all 
the surrounding circumstances, I must look at the mischief intended to be 
remr-died, I must above all give cffo-ct to tlie words that have been used in the 
section. That is plain from the decision in Dyhe v. Elliot.'^ sec in particular, 
the judgment of James L.J. but if on construing the relevant sections of the 
.Act and the order there appears any reasonable doubt or ambiguity then being 
a penal statute I must apply the principles laid down succinctly by Lord Esher in 
Tuck end sons v. Prieslar.*”’ 

In I-or.dor. and Xcrlk Eastern Rly. Co. v. Berriman^, Lord Macmillan observed ; 


I. (1062) i All E.R. 31 : (1962) C.H.D.X. 
466 at 473. 

-• (' 953 ) 1 All E.R. 436. 


3. (1872) L.R. 4 P.C. 184, iqt. 

4. (j 887 ) j9 629. 

5 - (1946) .-UC.P, 28G at 205. 
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^Vhere penalities for infringement are imposed it is not Icgiltimate to stretch 
the language of a rule, howe\'fr beneficient its intention, beyond the fair and 
ordinary meaning of its language.” 

This Comt in Tolaram Relumal and another v. State of Bombay''-, speaking through 
MahajaUj G J. obser\-ed: 

“ It is not competent to the Court to stretch the meaning of an ejmre^ion used 
by the Lc-gislature in order to carry out the intention of the Legislature. 

Hereinbefore we have examinc'd the language of section 12 (i) arid its pur^^. 
^Ve have also referred to the provisions which pro^^de for the punishrnent o c 
contraventions complained of in these cas«. Those provisions are adequa e 0 
meet the situation. In our opinion the language of section 12 (i) does not 
the accc-ptance of th" interpretation placed on it bv the appellants nor are ssc a .e 
to come to the conclusion tliat the Lc^slature intended that the - 

of in these proceedings should be made punishable under section 23 (A), 
interpretation sought to be placed by the appellants on section 12 (i) is accep 
it may result in uimecessaiy' hardship in numerous cases. 

There are two facets in every' export, one relating to the goods exported and the 
other relating to the foreign exchange earned as a result of the export. ■ 

speaking the former aspect is dealt with by the Customs authorities ?-nd he a * 

either by' the Reserve Bank or by the Director of Enforcement, ^le jmee o 

exported has to be mentioned in the invoice. But the Reserve Bank has potscr 
examine whether the price mentioned in the invoice is correct. Sect.oii 12 to 
provides that where in relation to any' goods exported the v-alue ^ s a c ^ 
invoice is less than the amount which in the opinion of the Reserve Ba^ rep _ 
the full export value of those goods, the Reserve Bai^ may issue an order ° 

the person holding the shipping documents to n.tain possession thcrcol ^ 1 
time as the exporter of the goods has made arrangements for the Reserve Ban ^ ‘ 
person authorised by' the Reserve Bank to receive on behalf of the exporter pay 
in the prescribed manner of an amount which represents i>t the op^on o 
Rcstrv„ Bank the fuU export value of the goods. Sub-scction (6) of section ^ 
that for the purpose of ensuring compliance with the provisions of that sec ,on 
any orders or directions made thereunder, the Reserve Bank mav require any persorr 
making any export of goods to ^\•hich a notification under sub-s«^iori fij app re 
to exhibit contracts with his foreign buyer or other evidence to shors ^ 
amount pay'able by the said buyer in respect of the goods ha.ve been or in u 
the prescribed period be paid in the prescribed manner. Th«e proMSions S® 
indicate that so far as the ^■alue of the goods exported is concc-mcd the rnatter is ^ 
primarilv in the hands of the Reserve Bank and the Customs authorities arc no 
burdened irith that work. This aspect bcccmes relevant in ascertaining the true 
scope of section 12 (i). If wc bear in mind the scheme of the Act, it is clear ^ 
so far as the Customs authorities are concerned all that thev have sec is t « 
goods arc exported without furnishing the declaration prescribed under s«tion - 
(i). Once that stage is passc-d the rest of the matter is left in the hands o 
Reserve Bank and the Director of Enforcement. 

In vle\s' of our above conclusion it is unnecessary for us to c.xaminc the other 
contentions advanced on bclualf of the parties. In the result these appe.als fai! ana 
they are dismissed with costs. One hearing fee. 

ORDER 

In accordance srith the opinion of the majority, these appeals .arc dismissed 
with costs. One hearing fee. 

• V -K- Appeals dismiss'd. 


(1955I ' S-C-R- ' 5 ^ 


p. 164 : (1954) S.C.J. 5-', 7. 
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The State of Maharashtra 

, , . . Respondents. 

Himmatbhai Narbheram Rao and others 

AND 

c Bonih?-v and another (Tn 

The Municipal Corporation of Greater tJom . ^ ^ Appellants^ 

both the Appeals) 

c. , . Respondents. 

Noor :Mahomed Mahobatkli^ rrrj iSSS) as amended bj Act {XIV of iq 6 i) , sections 
Bembej Uanicipal Corporation^ ^ X—Scape— Carcass deleterious to public health— -Removal 
365, 366, 367, 368 ‘f.^^^^Zency at the expense of its corner, if infringes the 

of carcass through the jfthi Constitution— Restriction on the owner s 

guemanteioffreedorr. under Article 19 W af protection 

of the interes of -P f\. , /-j-) (/). 19 (5), 31 and (5) {b) {11)— Scope— 

Constitution of India J \JZZhe right of a arisen to dispose of property 

Lav: imposing reasonable rest . . . f Article 31 — Extinction oj the right of 

rot free freer, the challenge ig destroy it for abating nuisance and preven- 

t^ZLfthemoveabU^ (5) (.) (h). 

ff.,. danger to public health co.erea y J 

Article 19 CO C/) bircAassofan^animAal belonging to a person 

-xrauire hold and dispose * r aj^sal of the carcass. But that funda- 

rx W. “ 

mental right, uKe ‘-a o 

to reasonable restrictions. no-dcus thing, if allowed to remain on 

A carcass being in its ver\- na u serious harm to the health 

the premises of the o^\-ncr ?J persons in the neighbourhood. The 

an?v.-dl-beir^ of ^cuplcr of the ^ace in .hich the carcass 

lav.- which imposes on or to get it removed through the Mumcipal 

is found, is conceived in the interests of the gen^l 

agency" ;-ithChel^tpmcticableae. nuisance and for protection of pubhc 

public. A law d«igned to .- to c ^jt^ction of the interests of the general 

health is prima feme ov^ :?^S^cicnt: Ae restriction imposed by the law must 
public. But tirat alone is no arbitrarv- or excessive, and must not 

he reasonable, clVizcn a limitation which is not calculated to ensure 

general public. ^ ^ ^ 

Kt^onablei^of^^;^^^" 

orthenatme ofthenght c^n^ of protection against danger which may 

exercise of the of the ri^hx. In each the test is whether the 

rcstut to the P^Ji ' ,0 the need of protection of the interest of the public 

restnction is j-^^ot that the ots-ner is unable to sell 

against the cxcrci o ^ ° for removal of the carcass does 

for a price ‘;^.|Jich is^csscntiallv conceived in the interests of the general 

"""’'hrru^L-Snibie* The Corporation has to arrange for effectively disposing 
public, ..uM be ne^arv for effectuating tliat purpose to provide 

s hould be .A.ir,s.!,hc 4 . Unlo=. ,h. ...k 


• C-A. Xo. 1654 of 1966 and 

* C.AS. Nos. 1019 and 1020 of 1967. 


15th October, 196S, 
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of the o\\Ticr in the carcass is extinguished, various complications may arise in 
the way of disposal of the carcass. If the carcass is likely to be deleterious to 
public health and its removal from the place where it is lying being in the 
interests of the public health, imposition of an obligation upon tlie owner to 
remove the carcass at his own expense or to pay for its removal, cannot, be rcgardc-d 
as unreasonable, even if the charge which falls upon the ot\Tier is in addition to 
the loss which he suffers by reason of the extinction of his title in the carcass. 
If the owner’s right to dispose of his property is by the enactment of the impugne-d 
section subjected to reasonable restrictions, it must fellow that the right of the 
skinner, assuming that he lias a right in the carcass, is also subjected to reasonable 
restrictions, imposed in the interests of the general public. 

The impugned provisions do not infringe the guarantee of freedom under 
Article 19 (i)(/) of the Constitution. But even if it be established that the law which 
imposes a reasonable restriction upon the right of a citizen to acquire, hold and 
dispose of property, is not on that account free from the challenge that it infringes 
the guaranteed freedom under Article 31. It is sufficient for the purpose of tins 
case to hold that a larv declaring extinction of the right of the osmer in moveab'c 
property not ss'ith a vietv to use it for a public purpose but to destroy it for abating 
nuisance and preventing danger to public health and vesting it in the Corporation 
entrusted with potver to take steps to maintain public health is not a Jaw for 
acquisition of property for a public purpose. In any event the lasv is not, because 
of the exemption contained clause (5) (b) (ii) of Article 31 of the Constitution, 
invalid even if it does not provide for pasnnent of compensation for deprivation of 
the right to property. The owner of the carcass is, therefore, unable to sustain 
his plea that Article 19 (i) (/) and Article 31 (2) were infringed by the impugned 
provisions. 

The first respondent is carrying on business as a skinner of carcass and claims 
protection of its fundamental right under Article 19 (1) (g) of the Constitut'on. 
The first respondent cannot claim the protection of Article 31 (2) of the Consti- 
tution, because until it purchases the carcasses from the owner it has no right in 
the property, and it cannot set up a grievance for loss of property srhich it docs 
not own. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order dated the 8th March, 1 963 of the Bombay 
High dourt in Appeal No. 7 of 1963 and Appeals from the Judgment and 
Order dated the 20th August, 1964 of the Bombay High Ccurt in Appeals 
Nos. 53 and 55 cf 1963. 

C. K. Daphlary, Attorney- General for India, and A'l S. Biiidra, Senior Advocate, 
{R. Gopalakrishnan and 5 . P, j\''qyar. Advocates, tvith themj, for Appellant (In C.A. 
No. 1654 of 1966). 

J\firen De, Solicitor-General of India, ((?. L. Sanghi, Advocate, and J. B. Dada- 
chanji. Advocate of M}s. J. B. Dadachnnji & Co., with him), for Appellants (In 
C.A. Nos. 1019 and 1020 of 1967) and Respondents Nos. 3 and 4 (In C.A. No. 1654 
of 1966). 

B. Sen, Senior Advocate.- (/. Al Sftr.i/f, Advocate, with him), for Respondents 
Nos. I and 2 (In C.A. No. 1654 of 19661. 

IC. K. Singhvi, Senior Advocate (S. C. Agoru-ala, R. K. Garg and D. P. Slngb 
Advocates Mfs. Ramamurlhi & Go., P.nd A. IC. Gupta, Advecate, with him), lor 
Respondents (In C.. 2 \. No. lOQO ef 1967). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Shah, j. — Tlic High Court of Bombay h.as dcchrcd section 372 (g) .'iml .n part 
of.’cction 385 of tlic I^mbav Munieijal Qjrporalion Art III of 1888 as amended 
by Act XIV of 1961 idtra vjrts beraus in th:ir view these prov'isions infringe the 
guarantee of .Article' ig (i) (/) and {g) of the Constitution. The State of M.-iba- 
rashtra and the }^Iun:cip.'d ^rporation of Greater Bombay h.avc appealed to this 
Court. 
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The first respondent in Appeal No. 1654 tg66 is a society registered under 
the Societies Registration Act, i860, and carries on, within the limits of Greater 
Bombav, the business of skinning carcasses of dead animals and utilising the pro- 
ducts for industrial uses. The second respondent is an owmer of a stable of milch- 
cattle at Andheri within the limits of Greater Bombay. By Act XIV of ig6i the 
Legislature of the State of Maharashtra amended, amongst others, sections 367, 
372 and 385 of Act III of 1888 enacting that an owner of the carcass of a dead animal 
shall deposit it at the place appointed in that behalf by the Corporation, and entrus- 
ted the Corporation rvith power to arrange for disposal of the carcasses. On 
October, ig6i the Assistant Head Supervisor of the Mum'cipal Corporation called 
upon the first respondent to stop removing carcases from the “ K ” Ward of the 
Corporation. On 27th November, 1961, the Corporation published a notification 
inviting the attention of the public concerned to the provisions of section 385 and 
other provisions of the Act a.nd warned the persons concerned that virlation of the 
provisions was liable to be punished. On loth January', ig62, the Corporation 
resolved to grant a contract authorising removal and disposal of carcasses under 
section 385 of the Act in respect of Wards, H. K. L. M. E. P. B. & T. to the 
Harijan Workmen’s Co-operative Labour Society Ltd., and d.cclared that no other 
person or agency was a.uthoriscd to remove and dispose of carcasses under the pro- 
visions of section 385 of the Act. 

Respondents Nos. 1 and 2 to this appeal moved a petition m the High Court 
of Bombay for an order cancelling or setting aside the notice da.tcd 14th October, 
1961, and the notification dated 27th November, 1961; for an order restraining the 
Corporation from demanding fee for removal of such carcasses, from taking any 
steps or proceedings against the respondents for enforcement of the provisions of 
sections 366, 367 (c), 372 (g) and 385 of the Act and from claiming ownership in 
the carcasses of the dead animals of private owners. The State of Maharashtra 
ts'as later impleaded as a party-respondent to the petition. 

Kantawalla, J., dismissed the petition. He held that sections 366, 367 (c) and 
385 of the Act were “ enacted for the promotion of public health and for the pre- 
vention of danger to life of the community and in the larger interest of the public,” 
and that the restrictions upon the rights of the owners of ca.ttlc and persons carrying 
on business in carcasses were, because of the special protection granted by Article 
31 (3) (b) ftV} not inconsistent with or repugnant to the fundamental rights guaran- 
teed under Article 31 (2) of the Constitution, and since the impugned provisions 
were protected, the second respondent could not claim that his fundamental 
right guaranteed by Article 19 (i) (/) of the Constitution was infringed. The 
learned Judge also "held that the restrictions imposed by the impugned provisions 
were reasonable and in the interest of the general public and were on that account 
not within the protection of Ai tide 19 (i) (g) of the Constitution. 


In appeal under the Letters Patent the High Court modified the order passed 
by Kantawalla, J., and declared section 372 (g) and a part of section 385 of the 
Act invalid. The High Court did not pass any order consequential on the declara- 
tion. Against that order the State of Maharashtra has preferred this appeal with 
certificate granted by the High Court, 

Section 3 (c) defines nuisance ’ : it includes any act, omission, place, or thing 
which causes or is likely to cause injury, danger, annoyance or offence to the sense 
of sight, smelling or hearing, or which is or may be dangerous to life or injurious 
to health or property. ^ Section 61 sets out the obligatory and discretionary duties 
of the corporation. It is thereby incumbent upon the Corporation to make adequate 
provision, ii.tcr alia, for scavenging, removal and disposal of excrementitious and other 
filthy matters, and of all ashes, refuse and rubbish, reclamation of unhealthy locali- 
ties, removal of norious vegetation and generally the abatement of all nuisances 
By 'cctions 365. 366, 367, 368, 372 and 385 it was provided tliat— 


Sectipn 365 — For the purposes of securing the efficient 
sing of al' streets and premises, the Commissioner shall take 


scavenging and dean- 
measures for securing — 
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(b) the femoval of the contents of all receptacles and depots and of the 
accumulations at all places provided or appointed by him under section 367 or 
368 for the temporary deposit of any of the matters specified in the said sections.” 


Section 366 — “All matters collected by municipal scr\'ants or contractors 
in prirsuance of the last preceding section and of section 369 and carcasses of 
of dead animals deposited in any public receptacle^ depot or place tmder section 
367 shall be the property of the Corporation.” 


Section 367 — “ The Goimnissioner shall provide or appoint in proper and 
convenient situations public receptacles, depots and places for the temporary 
deposit or final disposal of — 

(a) dust, ashes, refuse and rubbish ; 

(i) trade refuse; 

(c) carcasses of dead animals and excrementitious and polluted matter; 


Provided that — 

(i) the said matters shall not be finally disposed of in any place or manner 
in avhich the same have not heretofore been so disposed of, without the sanction 
of the corporation or in any place or manner -which the State Government think 
fit to disallo-sv; 

(it) < ny power conferred by this section sha’l be exercised in such manner 
as to create the least practicable nuisance.” 

Section 368 — “ (i) It shall be incumbent on the oasTicrs and occupiers of 
all premises to cause all dust, ashes, refuse, rubbish and trade refuse to be collec- 
ted from their respective premises and to be deposited at such times as the Com- 
missioner, by public notice, fiom time to time prescribes in the public receptacle, 
depot or place provided or appointed under the last preceding section or the tempo- 
rary deposit or final disposal thereof. 

* * * 4 * * ’» 


Section 372 — “ No person — 

(a) who is bound, under section 368 or section 370, to cause the removal of 
dust, ashes, refuse, rubbish and trade refuse or of excrementitious or polluted 
matter, shall allow the same to accumulate on his premises for more than t\s-enty- 
four hours, or neglect to cause the same to be removed to the depot, receptacle 
or place provided or appointed for that purpose; 

****** 

(g) shall deposit the skin or otherwise dispo'c of the carcass of any dead 
animal at a place not provided or appointed for this purpose under section 367.” 

Section 385 — “ (i) It shall be the duly of the Commissioner to provide for 
the removal of the carcasses of all animals dying within Greater Bombay; 

(2) The occupier of any prem'ses in or upon which the animals shall die 
or in or upon which the carcass of any animal shall be found, and the pertnii 
having the charge of any animal which dies in the street or in any open place, 
shall within three hours after the death of such animal, or if the d(^th occurs at 
night, within three hours after sunrise, report the death of such animal at the 
municipal hc.alth department office of the division of the Greater Bombay in 
which the death occurred or in which the carc.ass is found and shall not unless 
authorised by the Comm^sioncr in this behalf, remove or permit to be remostd 
the carcass of any animal dying in or upon any place within Greater Bomb.iy; 
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sery^ion of seats to sons and daughters of Uiuon territories other thanDelhi, Cen- 
tral Goveminent servants posted in lndiMMissions abroad and cultural, Colombo 
Plan and Thailand scholars — Classification, if satisfiesthe test of reasonableness. . 
Constitution of Indi_a(1950), Article 14 — Scope-Legislation — ReasonableClassification 
— Test — Classification to be founded on intelligible differentia and differentia 
to have a rational relation to the object sought to be achieved 
Constitution of India (1950), Article 16 — Scope .. 

Constitution of India_ (1950), Article 19 (I)-;-Interpretation — Entrustment of power 
to an administrative agency to grant or withhold a permit or licence in its incon- 
trolled discretion— Prohibition of fundamental right Article 19 (1)— Law, if ex 
fade violates Axticle 19(1 ) — Burden of proof .. 

Constitution of India (1950), Articles 19 (1) (f), 19 (1) (g), 19 (6) fu) and 31 (2>— Scope 
-Inter-relation between Article 19 (1) (f) and Article 31 (2)— Whether mutually 
exclusive — ^Validity of law which authorises compulsory acquisition — If h'able 
to be tested under Article 19 (5) — Scope of Article 19 (6) (ii) as amended in 1951 „ 
Constitution of India (1950), Articles 19(1) (/), 19 (5), 31 and 31 (5)(6)(;7) — ^Scopc — 
Law imposing reasonable restriction upon the rights of a citizen to dispose of 
property not free from the challenge of violation under Article 31 — ^Extinction of 
the right of the owner of the moveable property (carcass) to destroy it for abating 
nuisance and preventing danger to public health covered by exemption contained 
in Article 31 (5) (b) (ii) 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 19 (1) (g) — ^Interpretation — Fundamental right 
to caro' on business — ^Prohibition of— Prohibition not in thcinterest of the general 
public, but merely’ to respect the suseptibilities and sentiments of a section of the 
people, if justified 

Constitution ofindia (I933t, Article30 — Right of minorities to establish and 
administer educational institutions of their choice — Scope — If available only 
to citizens ofindia 

Constitution of India, (1950), Article 123 — Scope— Satisfaction of President under — 

If justiciable . . 

Constitution ofindia (1950) Article 133 (1) — Interpretation — ’‘Judgment” meaning 
of— Final adjudication of the rights and obligations of theparties — Interlocutory 
Judgment refusing to grant an interim injunction, if amounts to "judgment” 
Constitution of lndia(1950),AnicIc 136 — ^Appeal by Special Leave— Concurrent find 
ing of Court below— Onus on appellant to show that the finding is erroneous . . 
Canstitution of India (1950), Article 136— Appeal by Special Lcave-^Plea raising 
mixed questions of law and facts not raised below, cannot be permitted for first 
time 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 136 — Appeals by Special Leave against the 
interim injunctions granted by the trial Judge— -Ordinarily Court not interfering 
with i nterim orders — Irrevocable letter of credit, a mechanism of great imjwrlance 
in international trade — Autonomy of an irrevocable letter of credit entitled to 
protection — Courts not to interfere with that mecham'sm 
•Constitution of India (1950), Article 136 and Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947) — 
Appeal by Special Leave — Industrial Tribunal relying upon newspaper reports 
—Conclusion based upon several other circumstances a’so — Interference with 
the finding of the Tribunal not justified 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 173 — ^Scope— Requirement as to subscription 
to an oath or affirmation in the prescribed form — Substantial compliance with — 
Sufficiency 

Constitution ofindia (1950), Article 226 — State action impairing rights both of share- 
holder and company — Lec/v standi of shareholder to file writ petition challenging 
the State action .... . . • . . - . . 

Cans’itution of India 0930), Article 226 — Scope — Relief under — Discretionary — 
Petitioner to exhaust the remedies provided by law with utmost expedition — 
Delay — Unsatisfactory explanation — Eficci 
Constitution of India (I950J, Article 226 — \\ rit of tnandamus — When can lie — Com- 
pany non-statutory body incorporated under Companies Act- -W'hctbcr writ of 
mandamus lies against the company— Agreement between company and its wor):- 
racn — Court holding writ of roccda/iwr against company not maintainable but 
declaring agreement to be illegal and void — ^Validity of — No relief by way of de- 
claration as to invalidity of agreement can be granted 
■Constitution oflndia(I950),ArticIc226— Writ Jurisdiction— Search and seizure under 
Income-tax Act— Scope of power of High Court 
Constitution ofindia (1950). Article 246, Schedule VH. List I, Entry 3, List U, Entry 
18 and List III, Entries 6, 7 and 13 and West Bengal Premises Tenancy Act (XII 
of 1956) — Cantonment area— Extension of State Act to cantonment area by State 
Government— Whctl'.er ultra vires— Vov-er of Parliament to legislate in respect 
of house accommodation in cantonment .area- WJjcthrr limited to military pur- 
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poses alone — Extension of power of Pariiaraent to resulate the relationship bet- 
ween lindiord and tenant—Scope of 

Constitudoa ot India (1950), Article 2S6(1) (c>. Explanation — Madras General Sales 
Tax Act (IX of 1939;, section 22 i,oi (i) Explanation — ^Scope — When attracted . . 

Coastitntion of India (1950), Article 51 1 (2) — Scope — Tenure post in the Government 
of India — Appointment to — Rexersion to the Assam State befere the c.xpirj ol 
the tenure to post carrying smaller salary, if amounts to reduction in rank "and 
involves a stigma 

Constitution of India (1950;, Article 311 2) — ^Tentative determination as to the parti- 
cular punishment before issuance of the second, show cause notice and before hear- 
ing explanation — Validity of 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 372 and Entry 33 of List III — Scope — Pre-Consti- 
tion Act Bihar Sugar Factories Control Act, 1937, if stands altered by sub-rule 
(3) of rule 3 of Sugarcane (Control) Order. 1955 

Constitution of India (1950), Schedule 7, list I, Entries 43, 44 and 45, List II, Entry 26 
and List HI, Entry 42 — Scope of Entries 43, 44 and of the word “ Baling” in 
Entry 45 of List I — Meaning of the word “ ftoperty ” in Entry 42 of List ill . . 

J. &.K Constitution, section 51 (o'j and J &K Representation of the People Act (IV 
of 1957;, ^tion (2) 47 fa) — Scope requirement of making and subscribing an 
oath — Filing of signed oath forms, if amounts to subscrifair.g the oath or affir- 
mation before the Returning officer 

Contempt of Court — ^Authority (arbitrator) holdinginquiryin good faith even after the 
rsceipi of the notice of institution of the civil suit— Parallel inquiry — Authority 
(arbitrator} i f guilty of Contempt of Court — ^Arbitration Act (X of 1940}, sections 
34 and 35 . . 

Contract Ac: ( tX of 1 S72' , section 2 (d,— Stranger to contract — When can sue 

Crim'nalLaw — Issueestoppel — Rule of — Application — Prevention of relitigation of 
the issue determined in a criminal trial tetween the State and the accused — 
conclusion inconsistent inth the conclusion at the earlier trial prohibited — Rejec- 
tion of evidence to sustain an order for binding over the respondents to keep 
peace, if precludes asubsequent trial — Criminal Procedure Code (VoflS9S), 
section 403 

Criminal Procedure Cede of IS9S}, sections 173. 207-A and 290. . 

Criminal Procedure Code (V of IS9S), section 4SS — Child ” — Meaning of — A major 
child unable to maintain itself if comes within the purview of the section 

Criminal Procedure Code (V of IS9S). section 503 — Issue of commission to examine 
witness -p-No indication that witness is willing to be examined on commission — 
Address not given — ^.Application not bona fide — Party and not entitled to issue of 
commission 

Criminal Procedure Code (V of lS9Sj, section 5-40 — Recall witness — Inherent power. . 

Customs -Ac: Lll of 1952 .sections 104. 105. 107 and 108 — Indian Evidence Act (I of 
1572 . section 25 and Criminal Procedure Code (V of 1898;. Chapter XIV — 
Interpretation — “Police Officer", to be construed in a bread way— .All Officers 
having the powers of the police officer with respect to investipaticn of offences, 
whether they are called so or not — Customs officer invested with most cf the 
powers exercised by the officer-in-charge of a ploice station when investigating a 
ccgnizahle offence hut not empowered to file a charge-sheet under section 173. 
Criminal Procedure Code — Customs Officer, if a “ police officer ’’ 

C. P. and Berai Sales Ta.\ .Act (XXI of 1 947.. sections 2 (c) and 4 (6) and M. P. Genera! 
Safes Tax .Ac: (If of 1959 .section 2fd and (7, — Interpretation— Electricenergv, 
sale -v.nd .purchase of-rEleciric energj' covered by the definiticn of “ gccds " in 
the two Acts— Electricity Board carrying on the business of selling, supplying cr 
distribution of electric energy, if a “ dealcr"in the two Acts .. 

Directors of a company — Conspiracy so cemmit breach of trust of company’s funds 
— Fariifcaticn of accounts Taise returns, false balance-sheets, etc ; — If can be 
prosecuted for offences under Penal Code — Order of committal by magistrate to 
Court of Session— When can be interfered within revisicn ” 

Essential Commodities .Act {X of I955'i. seaions 2 and 3 — Scope — Control of the 
price of sugarcane i f comes within the ambit of the Act 

Essential Comm-aditics .Act (X of 19551, section Attempt to contravene any 

order made under section 3” — NA’hat is — Distinction betw-ecn attempt and 
preparation 

Estate Duty Ac: (.XNIXIV of 1953). section 10 — Property deemed to pass cn death — 
Gif: of Exed depasit reccipt-s taken in j.iint natpesof donor a.-.d donee — Renewals 
a^ter gift in ioint names — Donor whether entirely excluded — Liability to estate 
duty 

Evidence -wct (1 of 1872'-, section 35 — Scope — Sath chuha—'So proof as to who made 
tl-ee-trv or w’nctherit was made in the discharge of any oSeial dnlv— jj-Qft 
cfc'.'kc. if aimtssible in evidence 
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Evidence Act (I of 1872), section 115— Scope— Estoppel— Rule of evidence 
only, not of substantiveright—Ingrrfients— Burden of proof— ^presentation to 
be clear and unambiguous and not indefinite . . 

Evidence Act (I of 1872), section 124 — Claim of privil^e 

EvidenceAct(rof 1872), sections 133 and I44,illustration (6) — Conviction on accom- 
plice evidence — Corroboration necessity of — Corroboration must be from in- 
dependent source — Several statements of accomplies — ^When amount to corrobo- 
ration 

Extradition Act (XXXIV of 1962), section 12— Extradition of fugitive offenders— No 
notification including Hong Kong in the list of the Commonwealth countries — 
Securing the extradition of fugitive offender through diplomatic, if barred under 
the Act 

Extradition — ^Duty of the Courts— Protection of the right of the individual — Courts 
of both the countries to be satisfied as to the existence of prima facie evidence of 
the commission of the offence — Requisition for surrender not the function of the 
Courts but of the State 

Extradition — Surrender of a person within the State to another — A political act, either 
in pursuance of a treaty or by an ad hoc arrangement — The municiprJ law to deter- 
mine the procedure to be followed by the Courts. 

Finance Acts, 1956 and 1957 — ^Paragraph D of Part H, First Schedule 

Foreign Exchange Regulation Act (VII of 1947), section 12(1), 12(5) and 12(6)— 
Interpretation — Export of goods, value thereof, primarilv with by the Reserve 
Bank and not by the Customs authorities — Customs authorities only concerned 
to see that no goods are exported without furnishing the deelaration under section 
12 (I) 

Foreign ^change Regulation Act (VII of 1947), sections 12 (1), 12 (2), 22, 23 and 
23 (A) and Central Government Notification, dated 4th August, 1947 — Intetpre- 
tation — Export of goods, no one to export anj' goods from India without furnish- 
ing the declaration under section 12 (1) — Restrictions imposed by section 12 (1) 
deemed to have been imposed under section 19 of the Sea Customs Act, 1878— 
Section 19 similar to section 12(1) of the Foreign Exchange Regulations Act, 1947 
— Informations called forin prescribed form, if amount to restrictiors under sec- 
tion 12 (1) — Underinvoicing of consignments, a contravention of section 12 (2) 
and Rule (5) and not a contravention of seaion 12 (1) 

Fugitive Offenders Act (1881) — Several Colonies treating the Act as applicable to them 
— Act, not repealed by Indian Parliament — Act, if applicable to India after 26th 
January, 1950 . . 

Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act (LXXVm of 195^, section 4 and Criminal 
Procedure Code (V of 1898), section 488 — ^Scope— Section 4 (i)of the Mainten- 
Act, if repeals section 488, Criminal Procedure Code 

Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act, (LXXVHI of 1956), sections 11,12 and 14 — 
Interpretation — ^Vh'dow adopting a child — Adopted child, if becomes the son 
of the deceased husband — Ties of child in the family of his birth if become 
completely severed 

Hindu Law — Hindu undivided family — ^Temporary reduction of the coparcenary unit 
to a single individual — Its effect on joint property 

BHndu Law — XCtakshara School — Siridhana property of a Hindu woman — Daughters 
of a predeceased son whether entitled to succeed 

Hindu Marriage Act(XXV of 1955), sectionI2(l)(o)— Application byhusbandfor 
annulment of faismarriageongroundthathiswifeisimpotent — ^Burden of proof 
— Failure to establish entails dismissal of the application 

Hindu Women’s Rights to Property Act (XVIII of 1937) — Applicability of 

Hj’derabad Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (Re-cnactment, Validation and further 
amendments Act, 1961 — \''alidity of 

Income-tax (XI of 1922) — ^Adventure in the nature of trade — Shares — ^Purchase and 
sale by asscssee — Dealer or investor — Mixed question of law and fact 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 2 (6-A) — ^Dividend — ^Amount distributed by 
company out of capital gains arising on or after Jst April, 1948 — Whether liable 
to lax 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 10 — Business loss — ^Asscssce, dealer in shares — 
Purchase and sale of shares — ^Part of a scheme to assist another company to ac- 
quire managing agenej' — ^Purchase at a higher rate than the market rate— Sale 
to the same company — ^Purchase on the overdraft account — If a transaction done 
in the ordinary course of business —If an al!ov.-abIe loss 

Income-tax Act fXI of 19221, sections 10, 12 — ^Business income or income from 
other sources — Shares and arrears of dividend — Assesscc, dealer in shares — Pur- 
chase of shares — Contract to purchase shares and arrears of dividend— Considera- 
tion paid for shares and arrears of dividend — ^Arrears dividend — Receipt by 
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aisessee — ^Notincomc — Receipt nototherwiscincome — ^Not to constitute income 
by erroneous crediting into profit and loss account .. .. 432 

•Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), sections 16 (3) (a) (ii). 22 (2), 22(5), 34 (I) (a). 34 (1) (6) 
and 40 — ^Return of income — ^Individu^ — ^Partnership particulars — Non-disclosure 
of share incomes of wife and minor children — YVTiether amounts to failure to 
disclose “necessary” information — ^Validity of reassessment beyond four years — 

Inclusion of share incomes of wife and minor children — Dutj’ of the Income-tax 
Officer — No obligation on the taxpayer — Minor— Separate assessment on minor 
— ^Whether bars inclusion of minor’s share income in father’s assessment . . 53 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 34 (I) (61 and 10 — Back assessment — Information 
— ^Judicial decisions — Part of assessable income — Failure to tax — Escapement — 

Purchase by assesses of properties from Hindu father — Character of property — 

Self-acquired in Joint family property — Litigation between father and sons — 

Pendency of appeffi at the time of purchase by assessee — ^Decision by Privy Council 
— Information — Payment by assessee to sons to get theirinterest released — Capital 
expenditure .. .. -- -- — 197 

;Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 46 (5-A) — Tax rccoveiy — Garnishee notice — 

Payment out of Court — ^rtificate of payment by Court — j*^sessce-fim — Excess 
customs duty paid by assessee — ^Decree against Union of India — Garnishee notice 
by Income-tax Officer to Collector of Customs — ^Requiring payment of decree 
amount tovmrds arrears of Income-tax and penaly due by assessee — ^Payment by 
Collector — ^Amount adjusted towards super-tax due by assesse^^Application by 
Collector to Court for certifying payment under the Code of Civi 1 Procedure . . 225 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 66 — Reference — Question arising out of the 
order of Tribunal — ^Loss — ^Disallowance by department — Tribunal sustaining dis- 
allowance for Certain reasons — ^High Court upholding decision on the basis of 
reasons rejected by the Tribunal — ^No nec^sity on department to apply for and 
obtain reference — ^No reference on a question arising from the reasons given by 
the Tribunal . . . . . . - - . . 203 

Income-tax Act (XLIII of 1961), section 2 (44) — Finance Act (XIII of 1963), section 
4 — ^“Tax Recovery Officer” — Substitution of new definition with retrospective 
effect — State Government empowered to invest any State Revenue Officer with 
powers of Tax Recovery Officer by notification — Whether State Government can 
notify with retrospective effect — Action taken by State Revenue Officer prior to 
date of notification — Validity .. .. .. 435 

Income-tax Act (XLIII of 1961),seaion 1 32 (as amended in 1965) — Search and seizure 
—Scope of powers — ^Warrant of authorisation — ^Whether should specify parti- 
culars of documents and books of account — ^Large number of documents seized 
— Some documents found not relevant — Whether vitiates search and seizure — 

Books of account and other documents in respect of other business carried on by 
partners of assessee-firm — ^NVhethcr relevant — ^Whether can be seized — ^Failure 
to place identification marks on documents — Effect of— Presence of police officers 
during search — ^Effect of .. .. .. 212 

Income-tax Act (XLIII of 1961). sections 161 (D, 207. 20S, 209, 210 and 212 (3) — 

Advance lax — Agent of non-resident — Whether liable to pay advance tax — 
Provisionsimposingliability to pay advance tax upon an agent of a non-resident 
— Whether infringe equality clause of the Constitution .. .. 845 

Indian Tariff Act (XXXII of Wc'i), First Schedule. Item No. 63 (36).. . . 829 

Industrial Dispute— Conduct of business of the appellant-company — Board of Direc- 
tors to exercise their powers subject to the directives issued by the President of 
India — Workmen receiving cd hoc cx ^atia bonus asked to opt for payment of 
bonus cither according to cabinet decision or according to the produetton bonus 
scheme — ^Workmen declining to accept the former but insisting on the payment 
of bonus according to the cabinet decision — Central Government not modifying 
its previous decision — Pc-yment of c-c,cratia bonus, if ceased on the introduction 
of the production bonus scheme .. .. 734 

Ind'cstrial Dispute — Demand for payment of bonus — Threat to resort to coercive 
measures, if demands arc not complied within 15 days— Conciliation proccedincs 
— General hunger $;ri'K.es — ^Workmen starting agitation — Manaeement alwavs 
ready to pay bonus as per Bonus Act— V,'or'>cmen resorting to strike even after 
the announcement of production bonus scheme and false denial of the receipt of 

the telegram from Labour Com.missioner fixing the date for further discussions 

Launching of strike, if justified.. .. ^ 

Industrial Dispute — Wage structure in the industry, determination of — Wage struc- 
ture to be based on the principles offair wages payable in the industry — Capacity 
of the industry to pay to be gauged on an industry -cam-region bosis.'aftcr takinc 
afaircross — Section of thaiindustry — Inagivencase permissible to divide the 
industry intoaprrorriatecla.-scs and thcntodealwiththecapacitj of theindustrv 
to pay class-wise 
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Industrial Dispute— Wage structure in the jute industrj— Wage Board— Uniform 
vrage scales for the entire industrj— Selection of 20 miles from West Bengal and 
" millsfrom other regions as representing a cross-section of tbeindustri’ 

and treating cotton textile concerns in West Bengal as comparaWe to those in jute 
imiuspy and treating the former as comparable to those outside — Determination 
of unifoiTn wage scales by clubbing the mills together in disregard of conditions 
prevailing in the mills in different regions, if suffers from an inherent infirmity. . 

Industrial Disputes Act fXTV of 1947)— Bonus— Calculation of— Accounts not cin- 
pleted at the time of reference — ^Full Bench formula inapplicable — Tribunal 
is expected to decide dispute only as referred to it 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947) — Dearness allowance — ^Linking with Priceindex 
— ^Discretion of the Tribunal .. 

Industrial Disputes Act(XIV of 1947) — Gratuity Scheme — Normal ruleis quantum of 
gratuity is related to basic wage — Departure from the normal mle, when can be 
made 


Industrial Disputes Act (XTV' of 1947) — ^Strike by workers — Jilanagement dismissing 
three workers for misconduct by incitement, intimidation and riotous and 
disorderly behaviour considering them as very grave nature — ^Wicthcr amounts 
to victimisation and discrimination 

Industrial Disputes Act (XTS' of 1947) — ^W'ages — Casual worker cannot expect same 
wages as permanent eniploj'ee 

Industrial Disputes Act fXTV' of 1947), sections 2 (c) and 70 

Industrial Disputes Act (Xr\' of 1947), section 2(rr) (i) — Wages, meaning of— Mone- 
tary valueofthefreetelephoneandnewspaposandalso the car allowance, if 
Could bpeincluded as part of wages 

Industrie Disputes Act (XfS' of 1947), section 2 (it). Schedule 3, item 1 — ^Wages — 
R^ons— industry Principle inapplicable — ^Procedure to be followed in 
fixing wages 


Industrial Disputes Act (XTV' of 1947), section 2 (p) and 1 S (3) — Settlement, before 
conciliation officer between, management and Association of workmen — Settle- 
ment in representative capacity — Binding on Workmen 


Industrial Disputes Acx {XI\' of 1947), sections 23 (I), 24 and 29— -Diriinctfon between 
strikes envisaged by section 23 (c) and section 29 

Industrial Disputes Act vXTVof 1947), section 33-C (2) and the Minimum Wages Art 
(XI of 1948), section 20 (1) — ^Interpretation— Claim for wages for oventoe and 
for payment for work done on days of rest — Ko dispute as to rates— Applicaliocs 
under section 33-C (2) — Jurisdiction of the Labour Court, if barred by the remedy 
under section 20 (I) of the hCnimum Wages Art.. 

Industrial Emplo>'ment (Standing Orders) Art (XX of 1946), sections 3 to 7, 9 and 
10 and schedule 


Industrial Emplornenl (Standing Orders) Central Rules (I W6), Schedule I, 
Clause 1-1 — &ops — ^“Misconduct”, meaning of — Serious misconduct, if may 
entail forfeiture of gratui ty due to the workmen. - 
Interpretation of Statutes — ^Act. a temporary measure remaining in the statute book 
for over 20 years — No guidelines to regulate the exercise of the lowers of the 
District Magistrate — Commissioner to exercise his discretion in prercrcnce to the 
discretion exercised by the District Magi^tc — State Govemme-ti to cxeraseiis 
powers in any smv it pleases — Construction of the provisions according to the 
rules of construction of statutes resulting in anamolics— Court, if can fall back 
on the grammatical construction— U- P- (Temporary) Control of Rent and 
Eviction Act. 1947 


Interpretation of Statutes — Conterr^oranra expoplh — Meaning of the enaKmcnt 

^jljjcure Construction put upon it by authorities for a long time — Couruif may 

resort to contemporary construction 

Interpretation of Statues — Doctrine of incidental or ancillerj' power — Scopeef 
Interpretation of Statutes— Protisioa as exception to genera? rule— Ccnstruetio.T . . 

Interpretation of Statutes— Validatmg Arts— Scope of generally 


Jammu and Kashmir Prevcntiic Detention Acs (XIII of 1964). section 8, IVov.'^i — 
Failure of detaining authority to conmuniente grounds of detention or inferm 
the detenu within 10 day's’of detention — Detention illegal 

KcralaBuildings (Lease and Rent Cbntrol}Art <11 of 1965).s«c:ions 1 1 (•!', (i) and 34 (1). 
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"Kerala Buildings (Lease and Rent Control) Act (II of 1965), section 20 — ^Revisional 
powersof theDistrictJudge— Court empowered to callforand examine the records 
to find outlegalityetc.oftheorder— Court ifcould consider whether finding on evi- 
dence was proper — Code of CivilProcedure (V of 1908), section 115 . . 518 

Labour Law— Badli workmen in textile unit required to remain available throughout 
the year when the factory is open— Condition requiring 240 days’ work to qualify 
for gratuity, if justified .. •. -• 765 

Labour Law — Closure of part of business of the company — Closure genuine and real 
to effect economy and secure quality — Discharge of workmen on payment of 
retrenchment compensation — Tribunal, if could ask the company to reinstate 
the workmen . . . . . . . . . . 465 

Labour Law — Closure of business of the company genuine and real — Stoppage of 
partof abusiness(closureof 8 depots by theCompany),ifcould beinterferred with 
by an Industrial Tribunal — Closure entirely in the discretion of the company . . 465 

-Labour Law — ^Fixation of gratuity — ^Terms of reference to the Tribunal— No reference 
to the fixation of the age of superannuation — Gratuity scheme, if may be imple- 
mented without fixing the age of superannuation . • ■ • 765 

Labour Law — Gratuity, determination of — ^Payment of gratuity related to the basic 
wages in all textile centres in India— Gratuity computed on consolidated wages 
for the Delhi region, if could be justified — ^Section 2 (rr) Industrial Disputes Act, 

1947 .. .. .. .. 765 

Labour Law — Gratuity scheme, basis of — Industo’-c/mi-regio_n of unit-wise basis — 

— Common scheme for the entire textile industry at Delhi entailing much loTCr 
quantum of benefits compared to the benefits already available to workmen in 
two units in the same region — Unit-wise approach if could be adopted . . 765 

Labour Law — Individual dispute — Expousal by an outside union before the date of 
reference — ^RepreMntative character — Claim of 25 per cent, of the Workmen of 
the establishment if Could give the union a representative character .. 455 

Limitation Act (XXXVI of 1963), section 137 and third division of the Schedule-^ 

Interpretation — Ejuidmt gentris — Meaning of the word “ other ” — Other articles in 

in the third divisi on has reference to applications under Civil Procedure Code with 
the exception of applications under the Arbitration Act and also under the Cri- 
minal Procedure Code — ^Applications to be to Courts to be governed by the 
Articles in the third division and not to Industrial Tribunal or Labour Court .. 1 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act (IT of 1959), section 2 (d) and section 7 — 

‘Registered dealer’, a firm of building contractors — Purchase of Building materials 
— Liability to Purchase Tax . . . . . . €8 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act (II of 1959), section 18 (5) and rule 33 of the 
Rules, 1959 — Terms of Rules 33 not mandatory — Notice, not giving a clear period 
of 15 days to show cause — ^No suggestion of prejudice on account ofinsufBciency 
of time — Notice not inralid .. .. .. .. ^8 

Madhya Pradesh Government Servants (Temporary and Quasi-Permanent Service) 

Rules(1960) Rule l2andConstitutionofIndia{1950), Articles 14,16,311 and 320 
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[s.c. N.c. 76.] 

A. N. Ray and Sheo Mahadeo Singh v. 

I. D. Diia, JJ. The State of Bihar. 

6-3-1970. CrI. A. No. 88 of 1967. 

Penal Code (XLV of 1860), section 149 — ^Essence of the section. 

The essence of section 149 is that an accused person whose case falls within the 
terms of the section cannot put forward the defence that he did not with his own 
hand commit the offence committed in prosecution of the common object of the un- 
lawful asserhbly. It is an offence committed by a member of an unlawful assembly 
and it is an o&nce such as the members of that assembly have to be likely to be 
committed in prosecution of that object. 

Section 149 creates a specific offence and deals \vith the punishment of that 
offence. The emphasis is on common object. There is no question of common 
intention. ' The act must be one which upon the evidence appears to have been done 
with a view to accomplishing the common object attributed to the members of the 
unlawful assembly. Thus every person who is engaged in prosecuting the same 
object, although he had no intention to commit the offence, w'ill be guilty of an 
offence which fulfills or tends to fulfil the object which he is himself engaged in pro- 
secuting in the circumstances mentioned in the section. It is in this sense that 
common object is to be understood. 


V.K. Appeal dismissed. 

[s.c. N.c. 77.] 

A. N. Ray and Siddanna Apparao Path v. 

/. D. Dita, JJ. The State of Maharashtra. 

6-3-1970. Crl. App. No. 180 of 1967. 

Criminal Procedure Code (V of 1898), section 410 — Scope — ^Appeal under— ;• 
Arguable and substantial questions raised — ^Summary dismissal improper. 

The right to prefer an appeal from sentence of Court of session is conferred by 
section 410 of the Criminal P. C. The right to appeal is one both on a matter of fact 
and a matter of law. 

The following principles emerge from the decisions ; First, the appellate Court 
under section 410, Criminal Procedure Code, undoubtedly has power to summary 
dismissal. Secondly, if the appeal raises arguable and substantial points the High 
Court should give reasons for rejection of appeal. Thirdly, rejection of an appeal 
by using only one word of dismissal causes difficulties and embarassment in findin g 
out the reasons which weighed with the High Court in dismissal of the appeal in 
limine. Fourthly, the High Court should not summarily reject criminal appeals if 
they rabe arguable and substantial points. 

V.K. Appeal allowed and 

case remanded. 


[s.c. N.c. 78.] 

J. C. Shall, 

K. S. Hegde and Kanpur Sugar Works Ltd. v 

A. N. Grover, JJ. State of Bihari 

6-3-1970. C.A. No. 169 of 196?] 

Bihar Land Reforms Act (XXX of 1956), section 7 (1) and 5 — Scope and appli- 
cability of section 7 (1) — ‘ Building or structure used as factory ’ — ^Import of. 

Section 7 (1) onlj applies to such buildings or structures together with the lands 
on which they stand which arc used as galas, factories or milk for the purpose of 
trade, manufacture or commerce or used for storing ^ains or keeping cattle or 
implements for the purpose of agriculture. The e.xprcssion employed bv the Legis- 
lature b “ used as go/or, faaorics or milk ”, and not “used for golas, factories or 
I— N ac 
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mills. Xii3 e^^irsssioa laiid> <m ^Mci tlie3' stand ” maj' includs ins land Triiicii is 
n&csssar^' for the eStdent user of the biiildtng for ths nuroose for ■which it is inten- 
ded to be tised, It cannot howe^-er be held that because a faaorv has, for the 
benefit of the woiimen and managing staff worlaag in the facton', constructed 
buildings used as bangalotvs. quarters for enroloj-ees, clubs, Idtchens, garage, dis- 
pensarj", rest-ho'use, oul-house, etc., but whiHi are not directiv used as factors or 

^ M.'f 't Tt J m * 



the}' are used for the purpose of letting out, they would be liable to nav lair and 
equitable ground-rent under the proviso to section 5 (I). 

The definition of *' factory ‘ in the Pactories Act, cannot be a guide, much less 
a useful guide, in determining the meaning of the e.mressfon “ factorv as used in 
the Bihar Land Reforms Act. 1950. 


I'JL 


AspscJ cUoKed. 


[s.a N.c. 7S.] 

J. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hegdz and The Bank of Baroda Ltd- v. 

A. N. Grover, JJ. Jinan Lai Mehrotra. 

9-3-1970. C_A. hib. 176 071957. 

Specific Relief -4ct fXIAlI of 1963}, section 34 — Master and serrant — Illegal 
dismi^al from serrice — ^Smt for declaration by senant he is stni in smice — 
3IainfainabiIitT. 

.Although in case of iU^l termination or dismissal of a servant, the serrent 
.concerned could claim damages he cannot ssk for or be granted a declaration that 
he should be treated as if he was still in service. The law'as settled by ±e Supreme 
Court is that no declaration tc enforce a contract of personal sendee will be cortnally 

granted. The well recognised exceptions to this rule are ( 1 ) where a public senant 

has been dismissed from sendee in contravention of Article 311 of the Consthuuon ; 


mandatorj" obligition 
V.K. 


(3) 

imposed by 


statute. 


Arreal cllcvrei 


Orient Paper rvUIls Ltd. y. 

Union of India. 
C A. No>. 976-996 of 1966. 


[s.c. x.c. S9.] 

J. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hegdz and 
A. N. Grover, JJ. 

10-3-1970. 

Central Excise and Salt Act (I of 1944) — Assessment by assessing antborifr under 
— A qnas-judidal function — Jnd^eirt of assesting amboritT cannot be controlled 
by directions from appellate anthoritr. 

An assessment under the Central Excise arjd Salt .Act bj’ a subordinate oScer 
in accordance with the instructions issued by the Collector of Central Excise and 
Customs to whom an appeal lies against the order of that subordinate offeer can- 
not be called a assessment in the eye of law. No authoriij', however high, can 
control the decision ofa judicial ora quasi-judicial authority, that being the csse.noc 
of our judicial sv'stem. 

In the present case, when the assessment is to be made bj* the I>zp j:y Superin- 
tendent or the Assistant Collector, Centra! Excise, the Collector to v'hom an appeal 
lies against the order of assessment cannot control or fetter his judgment in the matter 
of assessment. 

The assessing authorities exercise quasi-judicial functions and they have duty 
cast on them to act in a judicial and independent manner. If their judgment L 



Appeals allowed. 


controlled by the directions given by the Collector it cannot be said to be their 
independent judgment in any sense of the word. An appeal then to the Collector 
becomes an empty formality. 

V.K. . 

[s.c. N.c. 81.] 

S. M. Sikri, 

V. Bltargava and 
C. A. Vaidialingani, JJ. 

10-3-1970. 


S. N. Sharma v. 
Bipen Kumar Tiwari. 
Crl. A. No. 256 of 1969. 

Criminal Procedure Code (y of 1898), section 159— Power of Magistrate imdcr 
—Ambit of— Magistrate if can stop investigation by police and proceed to hold the 
enquirj’ himself. 

Under section 159 of the Code of Criminal Procedure the only power, which 
the Magistrate can exercise on receiving a report from the officer in charge of a police 
station, is to make an order in those cases which are covered by the proviso to sub- 
section (1) of section 157, viz., cases in which the officer m charge of the police station 
docs not proceed to investigate the case. Section 159 docs not empower a Magis- 
trate to stop investigation by the police and proceed to hold the enquiry himseu. 

On the face of it, the first alternative of directing an imestigation m section 159 
cannot arise in a case where the report itself shows that by le po i e 

is going on in accordance with section 156. It is to be or 

alternative does not give the Magistrate an unqualified po^\ ’ P • • „j.ec£.ded 
depute any Magistrate to hold the preliminary enquiry. That power is preceded 

by^the coSmon^hat he may do so. “if he thinks 
it clear that section 159 is primarily meant to give to 

directing an investigation in cases where the police dec de if he^thinks 

case under the proviso to section 157 (1) ttnd it is in second 

fit ”, he can choose the second alternative. Thus, the pow er ^o^rred by jjf sccon^^ 

clause in section 159 is only an alternative to the first clause is 

and can, therefore, be e.xcrcised only in those cases inwh 

applicable. 

The scheme of sections 156 to 159 of the imcontro^^^^^ 

that the power of the police to investigate any, ‘^^Snizabk offence is u^onroUd^b^ 

the Magfstrate, and it is only in cases where the ^ 

case that the Magistrate can intervene and either dire . to'^him to proceed 

alternative himself proceed or depute a Magistrate sub 

to enquiry into the case. 

Apptal disniissed. 

V.K., 

[s.c. N.c. 82.] 

S. M. Sikri, 

V. Bharga\'a and 
C. A. Vaidialingant, JJ. 

10-3-1970. - 

Hindu Law of Inheritance (Amendment^ Act (II of 1929) ^App ica ‘ 

On a true construction of the 'Hindu Law or aftci 

of 1929), it applies not only to a case of a ^ to a case of a Hindu 

21st February, 1929 (when the Act came into for ) cuccecded by ' a female 

male dying intestate before the Act came into operation and succeeded oy lemaie 

heir with a life estate who died after that date. 

Thus, the point of time for the applicability j '^sfbi^urXcThcW 

opens, vL-., when the life estate terminates. Sed at he dMc S 

that the question as to who is the nearest heir wi l fall to b scuMa^^^ 

«pir>' of the ownership for life or lives. The death of a Hindu temalc iuc-cst..te 


Fateh Bibi v. 
Charan Dass. 
C.A. Nc. 364 of 1967. 
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holder opens the inheritance to the reversioners and the one most nearly related 
at the time to the last full ■ owner becomes entitled to the estate, • 

Case-law discussed. 


V.K. 


[s.c. N.c. 83.] 


/. C. Shaft and 
K. S. Eegde, JJ. 
11-3-1970. 


Appeal dismissed. 


Ferozi Lai Jain v. 
Man Mai. 
C.A. No. 302 of 1967. 


Delhi and Ajmer Rent Control Act (XXXVm of 1952), section 13 < l)-iScope~ 
Decree for ejectment on the basis of compromise — ^Legality. 

From the language used in section 13 (1) of the Delhi and Ajmer Rent Control 
Act (^1952), it is clear that after the Act came into force, a decree for recovery of 
possession can be passed by any Court only if that Court is satisfied that cne cr 
more of the grounds mentioned in section 13 {]) are established. Without such a 
satisfaction, the Court .is incompetent to pass a decree for possession. In other 
words, the jurisdiction of the Court to pass a decree foi recovery of possession of any 
premises depends upon its satisfaction that cne or irore o- the grounds mentioned 
in section 13 (1) have been proved. 


In the present case at no stage, the Court was called upon to apply its mind 
to the question whether the alleged sub-letting is true or not. It is' clear from the 
record that the Court proceeded to pass a decree for ejectment solely, on the basis 
of the compromise arrived at between the parties. That being so there can be hardly 
any doubt that the Court was not coirpetent to pass the impugned decree. Hence 
it must be held to be a nullity and no execution can be levied on the basis of such 
a decree, 

V.K. Appeal dismissed. 

[s.c. N.c. 84.] 

A. N. May and Hethubha alias Jithuba Madhuba y. 

I. D. Daa, JJ. The State of Gujarat. 

13-3-1970. Crl. A. No. 100 of 1967. 


Criminal Procedure Code (V of 1898), section 429 — ^Reference under to the third 
judge — Powers of third judge. 

Penal Code (XLV of 1860), sections 34 and 320 — “Common intention” — Com- 
mon intention to kill Y — killed by mistake — Common Uability if attracted. 

Section 429 of the Criminal Procedure Code states “ that when the judges com- 
prising the Court of appeal are equally divided in opinion, the case with their opinion 
thereon, shall be laid before another judge of the same Court and such judge, after 
such hearing, if any, as he thinks fit, shall deliver his opinion, and the judgment or 
order shall follow such opinion.” Two things are noticeable ; first that the case 
shall be laid before another judge, and secondly, the judgment and order will follow 
the opinion of the third judge. It is therefore manifest that the third judge can or 
will deal with the whole case. Hence the contention that the third judge under sec- 
tion 429 could only deal with the differences between the two judges and not with 
the whole case is untenable. 

The dominant feature of section 34 is the clement of participation in actions. 
Common intention implies acting in concert. There is a pre-arranged plan which 
is proved cither from conduct or from circumstances or from incriminating facts. 
The principle of joint liability in the’ doing of a criminal act is embodied in section 34 
of the Penal Code. The existence of common intention is to be basis of hability. 

A mistake by one of some of the accused as to killing X in place of Y would not 
displace the common intention if the evidence showed the concerted action in further- 
ance of a pre-arranged plan. 

V.K. 


Appeal dismissed. 
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I] DELHI CLOTH AND GENERAL IDLLS CO., LTD. V. WORKMEN [Shah, J.). 

4. for service over 15 years . . one month’s wages for every year of 

service.” 

The reference related to workmen only and did not apply to the clerical staff of 
ntfitnci. 

There are two workmens' Unions in the Delhi re^on — the Kapra Ma2door 
Ekta Union — hereinafter called “Ekta Um’on’, and the other, the Textile Mazdoor 
Union. The Ekta Union made a claim principally for fixation of gratuity in 
addition to the benefit of provident fund admissible to the workmen under the 
Employees Provident Fund Act, to be computed on the consolidated wages inclu- 
sive of dearness allowance. The Ekta Union submitted by its statement of claim 
that a gratuity scheme based on the region-CHW-industry principle, .c.. a uni- 
form scheme applicable to all the four units be framed. The Textile Mazdoor 
Union also supported the daim for the framing of a gratuity scheme on the 
basis of the consolidated wages of workmen but claimed that the scheme should 
be unit-wise. At the trial, it appears that both the Unions pressed for a unit- 
wise scheme of gratuity. 

The Tribunal entered upon the reference in respect of the fixation of gratuity’ 
scheme in February, 1964 and made an award on 30th June, 1966, operative 
from 1st January. 1964. The award was published on 4th August, 1966. By 
the award two schemes were framed — one relating to the D. C. M. and S. B. 
M., and another relating to the B. C. M. and A. T. M. Under the second 
scheme the digit by which the number of completed year of service was to be 
multiplied in determining the total gratuity was smaller than the digit applicable 
in the case of the D. C. M. and the S. B. M. The distinction was made 
between the two sets of units, because the D. C. M. and S. B. M. were, in 
the view of the Tribunal, more prosperous xmits than the B. C. M. and A. T., 
M. The A. T. M., it was found, was a new-comer in the field of textile manu- 
facture, and had for many years been in finandal difficulties. 

The D. C. M. employs more than 8000 workmen in its textile unit; the 
S. B. M. has on its roll 5000 workmen; the B. C. M. has 6271 workmen and 
the A. T. M. has 1500 workmen. The D. C. M. and S. B. M. have a com- 
mon retirement benefit scheme in operation since the year 1940. Under the 
scheme gratuity payable to workmen is determined by the length of service before 
retirement. The scheme of gratuity in operation in the D. C. M. and S. B. M. 
is that : ’ • 

“In case of retirement from service of the Mills as a result of physical dis- 
ability. due to overage or on account of death after a minimum of seven years’ 
service in the concern . 


7 

years 

. . Rs. 350 

8 

years 

. . Rs. 425 

9 

years 

.. Rs. 500 

10 

years 

.. Rs. 575 

11 

years 

.. Rs. 650 

12 

years 

.. Rs. 725 

13 

years 

.. Rs. 800 

14 

years 

.. Rs. 875 

15 

years 

.. R^-. 050 

16 

years 

. . R<=. 1050 

17 

years 

.. Rs. 1150 

IS 

years 

.. Rs.1250 


s r j — ^07 
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19 years .. Rs. 1350 

20 years .. Rs. 1500.” 

The scale of gratuit}’, it is clear, is independent of the individual wage scale of the 
workman. In the B. C. M. and A. T. M. units there are no such schemes. 

TUI the year 1958, there were no standardised wages in the textile indus- 
try. According to the Report of the Central Wage Board for the Cotton Tex- 
tile Industry which was published on 22nd NovenTber, 1959. there were in India 
39 regions in w'hich the textile industry was located. The basic monthly wages 
of the workmen in the j'ear 1958 varied between Rs. 18 in Patna and Rs. 30 
in various centres like Bombay, Indore, Madras, Coimbatore, Madurai, Bhiwani, 
Hissar, Ludhiana, Cannanore and certain regions in Rajasthan and Itelhi. The 
wage Board recommended in Paragraph 106 of its Report : 

“The Board has come to the conclusion that an increase at the average rate 
of Rs. 8 per month per worker shall be given to all workers in mills of cate- 
gory I from 1st Januar 3 '. 1960, and a further flat increase of Rs. 2 per month 
per w'orker shall be given to them from 1st January, 1962. Likewise an 
increase at the average rate of Rs, 6 per month per worker shall be given to all 
the workers in mills of category H from 1st January', 1960, and a further flat 
increase of Rs. 2 per month per worker shall be given to them from 1st Janu- 
ary. 1962. These increases are subject to the condition that the said sums of 
Rs. 8 and Rs. 6 shall ensure not less than Rs. 7 and Rs. 5 respectively to 
the lowest paid, and that the increase of Rs. 2 from Isl January, 1962 shall be 
flat for all.” 

Category I included the Delhi region. Since 1st January'. 1962, the basic mini- 
mum wage in the Delhi region is, therefore, Rs. 40 according to the recommenda- 
tions of the Wage Board. In Bombay City and Island Occluding Kurla). the 
basic ■wage, according to the Report of the Wage Board, was also Rs. 30 and by 
the addiflon of Rs. 10 the basic wage of a workman came to Rs. 40. The work- 
men in other important textile centres also get the same rates. 

The Tribunal was of the view' that the average basic wage of the workmen is 
Rs. 60 since the implementation of the Wage Board in the Delhi region. No 
argument w’as advanced before this Court challenging the correctnes.s of that 
assumption, bj' the employers or the workmen. It was also common ground that 
practically untform basic •wage levels prevail in all the large textile centres hlce 
Bombay, Ahmedabad, Coimbatore and Indore. 

Besides the basic wage the workmen receive dearness allowance under diverse 
a-waids made by the Industrial Tribunals which “seek fer neutralize the cost of 
Imng index.” There is also a prowdent fund scheme rmder the Employees Pro- 
vident Fund Act, 1962. whereunder S.9c of the basic -wage and the dearness allow- 
ance and the retaining allowance for the time being in force is contributed by 
the employ'ees. Besides, there is a right to retre nchment compensation under the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (section 25 FFF) and the Employees Insurance 
Scheme. In V'iew of the observations of this Court in Btirhanpur Tepti 
L'd. V. Bnrhmpu- Tepti Mills Mazdoor Sonph'^. that : 

‘Tt is no longer open to doubt that a scheme of gratuity can be introduced 
in concerns where there already exist other schemes such as provident fund or 
retrenchment compensation . This has been ruled in a number of ca.'cs of this 
Court and recently again in Wenger & C". end others v. Their Workmen- 
and Indian Hume Pipe Company Ltd. v. Their Worknten’. (t is held in these 


1. (19651 1 LU. 453 : (1955) 2 S.CJ. 737. 

2. (1963) 2 L.LJ. 403. 


3. (1960) S.CJ. 550 : (1959) 2 I_U. 530. 
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cases that although provident fund and gratuity are benefits available at retire- 
ment they are not the same and one can exist with the other”. 

No serious argument was advanced that the existence of these additional benefits 
disentitled the workmen to obtain benefits under a gratuity schemes if the 
emploj^er is able to meet the additional burden. 

But on behalf of all the employers it was urged that — (1) in determining the 
quantum of gratuity, basic wage alone'could be taken into account and not the 
consolidated w’age; and (2) it was necessary for the Tribunal to fix when intro- 
ducing a gratuity scheme the age of superannuation. On behalf of the D.C.M., 
S.B.M. and B.C.M. it was uiged in addition that a uniform scheme appli- 
cable to the entire industry' on the ng;(.»n-f»,»2 -industry basis should have been 
adopted and not a scheme or schemes applicable to individual units.. On behalf 
of the A. T. M. it was urged that its financial condition is not and has never 
been stable and the burden of payment of gratuity to workmen dying or dis- 
abled or on voluntary retirement from service or when their employment is termi- 
nated is excessive and the Unit was unable, to bear that burden. It was also 
urged on behalf of the A.T.M. that in view of a settlement v/hich was reached 
between the management and workmen it was not open to the Tribunal to ignore 
that settlement and to Impose a scheme for payment of gratuity in favour of the 
workmen in this reference. 

While broadly supporting the award of the Triburial the workmen claim 
certain modifications. They claim that a shorter period of qualifying service 
for workmen voluntarily retiring should be provided, and gratuity should be 
worked out by the application of a larger multiple of days for each completed 
year of service; that the ceiling of gratuity should be related to a larger number 
of months’ wages; that gratuity should be awarded for dismissal even for mis- 
conduct; that provision should be made for payment of gratuity to Badli work- 
men irrespective of 2ie numbered days for which they work in a year; that the 
expression “average of the basic wage” should be appropriately clarified to avoid 
disputes in the implementation of the gratuity scheme, and that the award should 
be made operative not from 1st January, 1964, but from the date of the reference 
to the Tribunal. 

The two schemes which have been framed may be set out ; 

ANNEXURE 'A’ 

“Gratuity scheme applicable to the Delhi Ooth Mills and the Swatantra Bharat 
hfills. 

Gratuity will be payable to the employees concerned, in this reference, on the 
scale and subject to the conditions laid down below' : 

1 . On the death of employee while in the service of the mill company or 
on his becoming physically or mentally incapacitated for further service : 

(<j) After 5 years continuous 1 2 days’ wages for each completed year 
service and less than lo of service, 
years’ service. 

(^) After continuous service of lo 15 da\-s’ wages for each completed 
year':. ye.ar of service.” 

The gratuitv’ will be paid in each case under clauses 1 ''n) and 1 to the 
cmplov-ces. his heins or executors or nominee as the case may be: 

Provided that in no case will an employee, who is in service on the date on 
which this scheme is brought into operation, be paid an amount less than 


112 


THE SUPREME COURT JOURKAU [1970 

what he would have been entitled to under the pre-existing scheme of the 
Employees’ Benefit Fund Trust: 

(ii) Provided further that the maximum payment to be made shall not 
exceed the equivalent of 15 months wages : 

(iii) Provided further that gratuit 5 - under this scheme Mill not be payable to 
any employee w’ho has already received gratuity under the pre-existing scheme 
of the Employees’ Benefit Fund Trust'. 

2. On voluntaiy retirement or 15 days’ -ivages for each complettd 

resignation after 15 years’ year of service, 
service. 

Provided that the maximum payment to be made shall not exceed the equi- 
■valent of 15 months’ wages. 

3 . On termination of sendee on. As in clauses i (a) and i (5) above. 

any grotmd u'hatsoever 
except on the ground of 
misconduct. 

Provided that the maximum payment to be made shall not exceed the equi- 
valent of 15 months’ usages. 

4. Depni'i ns ; 

(a) “Wages” 

The term ''wages” in the scheme will mean the average of the basic wage 
plus the dearness allowance drawn during 12 months next preceding death, 
incapacitation, voluntary retirement, resignation or termination of service and 
will not include overtime wages. 

(b) “ Basic wages” 

The term “basic wage” will have the meaning as defined in paragraph 110 of 
the Report of the Fir^ Central Wage Board for Colton Textile Indus^ty^ 

(c) “Continuous service” 

“Continuous sendee” means un-interrupted service and includes serrice 
which may be intemipted on account of sickness, authorised leave, strike which 
is not illegal, lockout or cessation of work tvhich is not due to any fault on 
the part of the employee: 

Provided that interruption in service upto six months’ duration at any one 
time and 18 months’ duration in the aggregate of the nature other titan those 
specified above shall not cause the employee to lose the credit for prerious ser- 
vice in the mills for the purpose of calculation of gratuity, but at tlte same 
time shall not entitle him to claim benefit of gratuity for period of such inter- 
ruption. Service for he purposes of gratuity' will indude service under the 
pre\dous management whether in the particular mill or other sister mill uirder 
the same management. 

(d) ‘ Rengr.ation ” 

The w'ord “resignation” Mill indude abandonment of service by an employ-^^ 
provided he submits his resignation within a period of three montlrs from the 
first day of absence without leave. 

tc) • Length of service 

For counting '7ength of service.” fraction of a year exceeding six months 
-shall count as one full year, and six months or less shall be ignored. 

5. '■ Application for gratuity ” 

Any person eligible to daim payment of gratuity under this scheme shall, 
so for as po-sib'^e, send a written application to the employer within a pedod 
of six months from the date its payment becomes due. 
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6. ' " Pay/th'n! ofynititiitr ' 

The employer shall pay the amount ot' graliiity to C'mployec and in the 
ewnt of his death before the payment to the iierson or iK'rsons entitled to it 
under clause 1 above within a [X'riod of ‘^0 days of the claim Ixinp preseiuctl 
to the emplowr and found valid. 

7. "Claims I'y persons who arc no lonycr in service" 

Claims by persons who are no longer in .service of the Company on the date 
of the publication of tliis award shall not l>c entertained unless tiie claims arc 
preferred within six montlus from the dac of publication of this nwanl. 

8. ; " Badli .wTi-KT ” 

Grattiity shall bo paid for oidy those years of Jy'aif/i Service in which the 
ctnployce has worked for not less than 240 days. 

9. - *’ Proof of incapacity " 

In proof of physical or mental incapacity, it will lie necessary to prtxhiec a 
certificate from any one of the Medical Authorities out of a panal to bo jointly 
drawn up by tho parties. 

10. "Xominttiion " 

(a) Eacli employee .shall, within six inontlus frmn the dale of the publication 
of tlii.s awanl, make a nomination conferring the right to leccivc the amounl of 
gratuity that may be due to him in (he event of his death, befoie payment has 
been made. 

(b) A nomination made under sub-clause «) above may. at any titne. be 
modilicd by the employee after giving a written notice of his intention of doing 
so. If the nominee prc-dcccascs the employcw the intcivsl of the nomiticc shall 
revert to the emplojec who may make a fa'sh nomiinition in aspect such 
interest.” 


ANNEXUUE 'B’ 

Gratuity scheme applicable to the Birla Cotton Spinning and Weaving Mills 
and tho Ajudhia Textile Mills. 

Gratuity will be payable to the employees concerned in this rcfcrcncc, on tho 
scale and subject to the wnditions laid down liclow : — 

1 . On the death of an employee while in the .service of the Mill comiTiny or 
on ins becoming physically or mentally incapacitated for further service : 

(n) After 5 years coiitimuius One fourth inonth’s waius foi nuh 
service and less than lo completed year ofsei vice, 
years service. 

(/>) After ccmtinuotis service of One third month’s w.xgc.s for each 
10 years. comirleted \e.ir ofsn vice. 

“The gratitity will l>c paid in each case under cI.hkc^ I 'a) end I ■'/>'' to the 
employee, his heirs or executors, or nominee, ns the case may be. 

Provided that the maximum payment to l>e made shall not exceed the equiva- 
lent of 12 months’ wages. 

2. On voluntary retirement, or On the same scale as in i (/>) nhovi . 
resignation after 15 years 
seiA'iei*. 
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Provided that the maximum payment to be made shall not exceed the 
equivalent of 12 months’ wages., 

3. On termination of service by As in clauses i (c) and i (6) above, 
the employer for any reason 
whatsoever except on the 
grormd of misconduct. 

Provided that the maximum payment to be made shall not exceed the equi- 
valent of 12 months’ wages.” 

[Qauses 4 to 10 of Annexure ‘B‘ are the same as in Annexure ‘A’ and need 
not be repeated.] 

Whether against the A.T.M., the Tribunal was incompetent to make an 
award framing a scheme for payment of gratuity may first be considered. Coun- 
sel for the A.T.M. urged that there was a settlement between the workmen and 
the management of the A.TAl. in consequence of w'hich the Tribunal was in- 
competent to make an award. The facts on which reliance was placed are ’these. 
After the dispute was referred to the Industrial Tribunal, there were negotiations 
between the management of the A.T.M. and workmen represented by the two 
Unions and an agreement was reached, the terms whereof were recorded in writ- 
ing. Qauses 6 and 11 (4) of the agreement relate to the claim for gratuity : 

“6. The workmen agree not to claim any further increase in wages, basic 
or dearness, or make anj' other demand involving financial burdens on tlie 
Compan}' either on their initiative or as a result of any award, till such tune as 
the working of the mills results in profits. 

II. The parties hereto agree to jointly withdraw in terms of this settle- 
ment, the foUowing pending cases and proceedings before the Courts, Tribu- 
nals and Authorities and more especially — 

(4) With regard to I. D. No. 70 of 1958, the workers agree not to claim any 
benefits that may be granted imder the above reference by the Hon’ble Indus- 
trial Tribunal in case the award is given in favour of the workmen, subject to 
clause 7 above.” 

(It is common ground that reference to clause 7 is erroneous : it should be 
to clause 6.) 

The workmen and the management of .the unit submitted an application before 
the Tribunal on 28th DecembCT, 1959, admitting that there had been an "overall 
settlement” of all the pending disputes between the management of A.T.M. and 
its workmen represented by die two Unions, and requested that an interim awa.ri 
be made in terms of the agreement insofar as the dispute related to the A.T.M. 
No order was passed by the Tribunal on that application. On 4th June, 1962, 
the Manager of the A.T.M. applied to the Tribunal that an interim award be 
pronounced in terms of the agreement. The workmen had apparently dtanged 
their attitude bj' that time and filed a written statement and requested that the 
prayer contained in paragraph-3 of the application- "be rejected as impermissible 
in law.” The Tribunal made an order on 26th November, 1962 and observed : 

“ the onl3' interpretation that can be given to clause II (4) of the 

settlement read with dause 7 is. that the workers of the Ajudfaia Textile Mills 
had bound themselves not to daim any benefits that might be granted by the 
Tribunal is the award on the present reference, if it turns out to be in favour 
of the worknren unless and until the w’oiidng of the Mills results in profit. The 
fact that the passing of an award on the demands was envisaged under the 
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settkui'^t gees to zTkstt t&at the demzads were to be adjudicated upou in any 
case. 

The main case will ncr?r proceed in respect of all the mills and the euect of 
±e settlement and of the application dated 2gth December, 1959. and of the 
5th July, 1962 will be considsed at the time cf the final award.’’ 

But in making the final award the Tribunal did not specifically refer to the 
settlement. The terms of eJanse 6 of the settlement clearly show' that if it be 
found that the A.T.M. had acquired financial stability, it will be liable to pay 
gratuity to the workmen. V/e are unable to agree with the contention of Coun- 
sel for the A.TJ?vf, that it was intended by the parties that the adjudication pro- 
ceedings against the A.T.M. should be dropped, and after the A.T.M. became 
financially stable a fresh claim should be made by the w'orkmen on which a refer- 
ence may. be made by the Government for adjudication of the claim for grauiity 
against the A.T.M. The contention by the management of the A.T.M. that 
the Tribunal was incompetent to determine the gratuitj' payable to the workmen 
cf the A.T.M. must therefore fad. 

The other contention raised on behalf of the A.TJvL that its financial position 
was ‘'unstable" need not detain us. The Tribunal has held that the A.T.M. 
was worlung at a loss since the year 1953-54 and the losses aggregated to Rs. 6,22 
lalis in the v'ear 1958-59, but thereafter the finandal position of the unit improv- 
ed. The trading account for the period ending 31st March, 1966, show'ed pro- 
fits amounting to Rs, 3.10 Ial±s, In 1960-61 there was a suripus of Rs, 11.18 
Ial±s out of which adjusting the depredation, dev'elopment rebate reserve and 
reserve for bad and doubtful debts, there w'as a balance of Rs. 7.10 lakhs. In 
1961-62, the net profis cf the Unit amounted to Rs. 7.48 lakhs and the A-TM. 
■distributed Rs. 52,500 as dividend. In 1962-63, there was a gross profit of 
Rs. 4.18 lakhs and after adjusting depredation and de'telopment rebate reserve 
there was a net defidt of Rs. 30517. In 1963-64, there w'as a gross profit cf 
Rs. 1459 lakhs and after adjusting depredation, reserve for doubtful debts, 
b-Tnus to employess and de'<eIopraent rebate reserve, there remained a net profit 
■of Rs. 4,71 Ia.Uis, The Tribunal observed that Ir,' 1961-62 all prev'ious losses 
of the Unit were wiped out and that even during the yszr 1962-63 in which there 
was labour unrest the gross profits were substantial and taking into consideration 
the reserves built by the Company “the picture w'as not disheartening and from 
the great progress that had been made since 1959-60 there was every reason to 
think that the Mill had acHe'ved stafaOhy' and reasonable prosperity and that it 
had an assured future", and the Company was in a position to meet the burden 
-cf a modest gratcitv' scheme. We see no reason to disagree with: the finding 
recorded by the Tribunal on this question. 

On behalf cf the D.CJ-f., S.BAI. and B.CLM., it was urged that normally 
gratuit}' schemes are framed on the region-cum-indasliy principle. Lc. a tmiforra 
scheme applicable to all units is an industry in a region is framed, and no ground 
fer cepanure from that rule was made cut. It was urged that this Court has 
accepted invariably the rtgTorr-ca.v:-inda5try principle in fixing the rates at which 
gratuirv should be paid. In cur judgment no stjch rale has been errundated by 
this Court. In Bharc:l'J:sr.d Textile .'<-lcxrefcu:'rz-^y Co. Ud. v. Tc.xtile 
Lcro’sr A-rcrlrxicr.. Ahnrdxhcd'-. this Court in dealing with the question whe- 
ther the Industrial Court had committed an error in dealing with the claim for 
gratuitj' on ind'jstrv'-wise basis n^atived the contentiem cf the emplmers that 
the unit wise basis was the only basis which could be adopted in fixing the rates 
cf gratuirv. It was observed at page 3^5 : 


I. (iSW, 3S C.P., 3:3. 
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“Equality of competitive conditions is in a sense necessary from the point 
of view of the employers themselves; that, in fact, was the claim made by the 
Association which suggested that the gratuity scheme should be framed on 
industry-wise basis spread over the whole of the country'. Similarly equality 
of benefits such as gratuity is likely to secure contentment and satisfaction of 
the employees and lead to industrial peace and harmony. If similar gratuity 
schemes are framed for all the units of the industry migration of emploj’ees 
from one unit to another is inevitably checked, and industnal disputes arising 
from unequal treatment in that behalf are minimised. Thus, from the point 
of view of both employers and emplo^/ees industry-wise apprc-ach is on the 
whole desirable.” 

It is clear that the Court rejected in that case the argument that rates of gratuity 
should be determined unit-wise; the Court did not rule that in all cases the region- 
crr/n-industry principle should be adopted in fixing the rates of gratuity. That 
5vas made e^licit in a later judgment of this Court: Burhanpur Tapi Mills 
Ltd. V. Burhanpur Tapti Mills Mazdoor Sangh. ^ TWs Court observed at page 
456: 

“ it has been laid down by this Court that there are two general 

methods of fixing the terms of a gratuity scheme. It may be fixed on the basis 
of industy-cinrr-region or on the basis of units. Both systems are admissible 
but r^rf must be had to the surrounding circumstances to select the right 
basis. Emphasis must always be laid upon the financial position of the 
employer and his profit-making capacity whichever method is selected.” 

In Garment Cleaning Works v. Its Workmen- this Court observed at page 515: 

“ It is one thing to hold that the gratuity scheme can, in a proper 

case, be framed on industry-c<tni-region basis, and another thing to say that 
industry -cem region basis is the only basis on which gratuity scheme can be 
framed. In fact, in a large majority of cases gratuity schemes are drafted on 
the basis of the units and it has never been suggested or held that such scheme 
are not permissible.” 

The Tribunal in the award under appeal observed : 

“There are * * certain peculiar features in the textile industry in this 

region which militate against an industry' nwr -region approach. Apart from 
the fact that one of the four uruts, namely, the Ajudhia Textile Mills is a much 
weaker unit than the rest and has passed through a chequered career during 
its existence, it has to be borne in mind that two of the units namely D.C.M. 
and S.B.M. w’hich are sister concerns, already have some sort of a gratuity 
scheme providing for dvo important retrial benefits, namely' dwth and physi- 
cal disablement on a scale which is independent of wage variation^ and i.s not 
unsubstantial at least for categories in the lower levels.” 

The Tribunal further observed : 

“If a common scheme is framed for tire entire textile industry at Delhi, i.e- 
for all the four units the quantum of benefits under that scheme will naturally' 
have to be much lower in consideration of the financial condition of the 
Ajudhia Textile Mill, than if a unit-wise scheme is framed. Moreover in a 
common “scheme pf gratuity the quantum of benefits to be provided wih have 
-to be lower than the benefits already available to workmen in the D.C.M. and 
S.B.M. units for the most important contingendes for which gratuity benefit-s 
are meant, namely', death and retirement on account of physical or mental 
incapacity'. Such a lowering of the quantum of benefits would not in my' view 
be desirable as it w'ould create legitimate discontent.” 

1. (1965) 1L.LJ.453: (1965)2 S.eJ. 737. 2. (I9<1) I L-L.J. 513: (1962) 1 S.C.R. 711. 
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In our judgment, no serious objection may be raised against the reasons set out 
fay the Tribunal in support of the view that unit-wise approach should be adopted 
in the reference before it and not the region-cum-industry approach. No case is 
therefore made out for interference with the award made determining the rates 
of gratuity unit-wise. 

We also agree with the Tribunal that on the terms of the reference it was 
incompetent to fix the age of superannuation for workmen. We are unable to 
hold diat a gratuity scheme may be implemented only if the age of superannua- 
tion of the workmen is determined by the award. Support was sought to be 
derived by Counsel for the employers in support of his plea from the observa- 
tions made by this Court in Buhanpur Tapti Mills Lid's case\ where Ln 
examining the nature of gratuity, it was observ'ed : 

“The voluntaiy retirement of an inefiicient or old or worn out employee on 
on the assurance that he is to get a retiral benefit leads to the avoidance of 
of industrial disputes, promotes contentment among those who look for pro- 
motions, draws better kind of employees and improves the tone and morale 
of the industry. It is beneficial all round . It compensates' the employee who 
as he grows old knows that some compensation for the gradual destrucdon of 
his wage-earning capacity is being built up. By inducing voluntary retirement of 
old and worn out workmen it confers on the employer a benefit akin to the 
replacing of old and worn out machinery." 

There is, in our judgment, nothing in these observations which justifies the 
view that a gratuitv' scheme cannot be effective unless it is accompanied by the 
fixation of the age of superannuation for the workmen in the industry. 

There is another objection to the consideration of this claim made on behalf 
of the employers. By the express terms of reference the Tribunal is called upon 
to adjudicate on the question of fixation of gratuity : there is no reference either 
expressly or by implication to the fixation of the age of superannuation and in 
the absence cf any reference relating to the fixation of the age of superannuation, 
the Tribunal was* not competent to fix the age of superannuation. A gratuity 
scheme may. in our judgment, be implemented even without fixing the age of 
superannuation. The gratuity scheme in operation in the D.C.M. and S.B.M. 
has been effectively in operation without any age of superannuation for the work- 
men in the two units. An enquiry' into the question of fi.xing the age of super- 
annuation did not arise out of the terms of reference. No such claim was made 
by workmen and even in the written statement filed by the emplojers no direct 
reference was made to the fixation of the age of superannuation, nor was there 
any plea that before framing a gratuiu^ scheme the Tribunal should provide for 
the age of superannuation. We agree with the Tribunal that fixation of the age 
of superannuation was not inddental to the framing of the gratuity scheme atid 
it was neither necessarj- nor desirable that it should be fixed. 

Counsel for the emplov'ers urged that the Tribunal committed a serious error 
in relating the computation of gratuity pavable to the workmen on retirement on 
the consoUdated monthly wage and not on the basic wage. “Gratuity" in its 
etvmological sense means a gift especially for services rendered or return for 
favours received. For sometime in the early stages in the adjudication of indus- 
trial disputes, gratuity was treated as a ^t made by the employer at his pleasure 
and the workmen had no right to claim it. But since then there has been a 
long line cf precedents in which it has been ruled that a daim for gratuity is a 
Isgitiinzts daim which the workmen mav' make and which in appropriate cases 
may gi\Te rise to an in idustrial dispute. 

1. (155.^ i L-LJ.esS: 19651 2 S.CJ. 737. 

SCf— 9S 
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In Garment Cleaning Works' case - it was observed that gratuity is not 
paid to the employ^ees gratuitously or merely as a matter of boon. It is paid to 
Mm for the service rendered by him to the emplojer. The same view was 
expressed in Bnaratkitand Textile Mfg. Lid’s case- and Calaitta Insurance Ltd. 
V. Their Workm n^. Gratuity paid to workmen is intended to help them after 
retirement on superannuation, death, retirement, physical incapacity, disability or 
otherwise. The object of providing a gratuity scheme is to provide a retiring 
benefit to workmen who have rendered long and unblemished service to the 
employer and thereby contributed to the prosperity of the employer. It is one of 
the ‘efficiency-devices’ and is considered necessary' for an ‘orderly and human 
elimination’ from industry of superannuated or disabled employees who, but for 
such retiring benefits, would continue in employment even though they function 
inefficiently. It is not paid to an pmploy'ee gratuitously' or merely as a matter 
of boon; it is paid to him for long and meritorious serv'ice rendered by Mm to 
the employer. 

On the findings recorded by the Tribunal all the textile units in the Delhi 
region are able to meet the additional financial burden, resulting from the imposi- 
tion of a gratuity scheme. The D.C.M. and S.B.M. have their own schemes 
wMch enable the workmen to obtain substantial benefit on determination of 
employment. The B.C.M. though a weaker unit is still fairly prosperous and 
i.': able to bear the burden; so also the A.T.M. 

But the important question is whether these four units should be made liable 
to pay' gratmty computed on the consolidated wage i.e. basic wage plus the 
dearness allowance. The Tribunal was apparently of the view that in determining 
the question the definition of the word “wages” in the Industrial Dispute Act. 
1947. would come to the aid of workmen. The expression “wages” as defined in 
section 2 (rr) of the Industrial Disputes Act means all remuneration, capable of 
being expressed in terms of money, wMch would, if the terms of employment, 
expressed or implied, were fulfilled, be payable to a workman in respect of Ms 
■employ'ment or of w'ork done in such employment, and includes, among other 
things, such allowances (including dearness allowance) as the worl^an is for the 
time being entitled to. But we are unable to hold that in determining the scope 
of an industrial reference, words used either in the claim advanced or in the order 
of reference made by the Government under section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
.A.ct, must of necessity have the meamng they' have in the Isdustrial Disputes 
Act. Merely because the expression “wag^” includes dearness allowance within 
the meaning of the Industrial Disputes Act, the Tribunal is not obliged to ba^e 
a gratuity scheme on consolidated wages. 

The Tribunal has obser\'ed that the basic average wage of a workman :n the 
textile industry in the DelM r^on may' be taken at Rs. 60 per month, and the 
-dearness allowance at Rs. 100 per month, and e\’en if full one month’s basic wage 
is adopted as the Tninimum quantmn of benefits to be allowed in the case ot 
wage group \vith serv'ice of five years and more the scale of benefit would ^ very- 
much lower than the present scale in the two contingencies provided in me 
Employees Benefit Fund Trust Scheme in operation in the D.C.M. and S.B.i 1- 
And observed the Tribunal: 

“In view of the limitations of the terms of the reference, the quantum^ cannm 
exceed 15 days’ wages for every year of serv'ice from 5 to 10 years and 21 day* 
wages for every' year of service from 10 to 15 years. Any scheme framed within the 
limtations of the terms of reference on the basis of basic wage aicnc vvi 
therefore mean a scale of benefits much lower than even the present 

under the Employ-ees Benefit Fund Trust. Such a scheme cannot, tnerefo . 

- 

1. (1961) 1 L.LJ. 513; (1962)1 S.C.R. 711. 3. (1967) 2 L.I~J. 1 : (1967) 2 S.CR.596, 

2. (I960) 3 S.C.R. 329, 
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be fracied v/itbont causing grave injustice and acute discontent, because ir will 
mean the dspnvadon of ev’en the present scale of benefits in the case of large 
fccdy of workers. In order to maintain, so far as possible, the present level 
of benefits I have, therefore, no alternative but to frame for these ttvo units a 
scheme based on basic wage plus dearness allowance.” 

A scheme of gratuitv' based on consolidated wages was also justified m the viev,- 
c£ the Tribunal because it “was also neces^aiy- to compensate for the ever diminish- 
ing mar.ket value of the rupee." 

The Tribunal did bov/ev'er observe that normally gratuity Ls ba.-ed : ot on the 
consofidated wage but on basic wage. But since 13,000 workmen out of a total 
of 20,000 workmen in the region would stand to lose the benefits granted to them 
Under a voluntary sch«ne introduced by the D.C.M. and S.B.M. a departure 
from the normal pattern should he made and gratuity should be based on the 
consolidated monthly wage. In our judgment, the conclusitn of the Tribunal 
cannot be supported. The primary object of industrial adjudication is, it is said, 
to adjust the relations betvreen the employers and employees or betv/een em- 
ploy’ecs f/iter se with the object of promoting industrial peace, and a scheme 
which deprives workmen of what has been granted to them by the employer 
voluntarily would not secure industrial peace. But on that account the Tribunal 
was not justified in introducing a fundamental change in the concept of a benefit 
granted to the worlmen in the textile industry all over the country by numerous 
schemes. The appropriate remedy is to introduce reservations protecting benefits 
already acquired and to frame a scheme consistent with the normal pattern pre- 
v'ailing in the industry. 

We consider it right to observe that in adjudication of industrial disputes 
settled I^al prindples'’have little play: the awar^ made by industrial tribunals 
are often the result of ad hoc determination of disputed questions, and each 
determination forms a precedent for determinarion of other disputes. An attempt 
to search for prindple from the law' built up on those precedents is a futile 
cxerdsa. To the Courts accustomed to apply settled prindples to facts determined 
by' the applicatioa of the judidal process, an essay into the unsurveyed expanses 
of the law of industrial relations with ndther a compass nor a guide, bat only the 
pOIars of precedents is a disheartening experience. The Ccnstitution has however 
invested this Court with power to sit in appeal over the awards of Industrial 
TrTounals which are, it is said, founded on the somev.'hat hazy’ background of 
maintenance of industrial peace, which secures the prosperity of the industry and 
improvement of the conditions of wxnkraen employed in the industry, and in the 
absence of prindples precedents may have to be adopted as guides — somewhat 
reluctantly to secure some reasonable degree of uniformity' or harmony in the 
process. 

But in the branch of law relating to industrial reki-'o'-s the temptation to 
be crusaders instead of adjudicators must be firmly resisted. It \-'ouId not be 
cut of place to remember the statement of the law n^ade in a different context — 
but none the less appropriate here— by Douglas. J., of the Supreme Court of the 
Uniu-d S'mtes in Unitzd Size! i'/orkers of America Enterprise V/neei end Car 
Corporation’ : 

“ as arbitrator x x x dots, net sit to dhpcz-.-c his own brand 

of industrial justice. He may of co'une look for guidance from many sources, 
yet his award is legi'imate only so long as it dravo its essence from the* collective 
bargaining agreement. Vfhen the arbitrators words manifest an infidelity to 
this obiigatitn. Courts have no choice bat to refuse enforcement of the award.” 


I. ri550, 263U.S.553. 
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We may at once state that we are not for a moment suggesting that the law of 
industrial relations developed in our country' has proceeded on lines paraUel to the 
direction of the law in the United States. 

One of the grounds which appealed to the Tribunal in relating the rate of 
gratuity to the consolidated wage was the existence of a gratuity scheme m the 
D.C.M. & S.B.M. and the assumption that the Tribunal adjudicating a dispute 
is always, in exercise of its jurisdiction, limited when determining the rate o 
gratuity to the multiple number of days of service in the order ot ref^nce, and 
cannot depart therefrom. We are unable to hold that 
subject to any such restriction. Its pow'er is to adjudicate the dispu . 
proceed to adjudicate disputes not referr^: but when called u^n adjudirate 
whether a certain scheme “on the lines indicated should be fram 
guidance cannot be deemed to impose a limit upon its jurisdiclion . 

Aq already stated gratuity is not in its present day concepL merey S* ^ 
made Iv S ^1* own discretion. The wortoen have n, eonj of 

time acquired a nght to gratuity on determination of mployment. 

Soybean affoiri. having regard to his f "f 

undoubtedly no statutory' direction for payment of f f thfmnt 

provident fund and -trenchment ^m^Jtion^ Th the^^^.^ 

of aratuitv are, as observed m Bharatknana lexuie ujt, /•— n nmfitet 

GnaSS Opacity of the employer; (u) his proG^ gnt oUil 

earned by him in the past; .(iv) the extent of S Si i 

replenishnig them; and (v/) the claim for capita m ^ , X which may have 
not exhaustive and there may be other matenal the mtuitv 

to be borne in mind in deteironing the terns iSnch- 

scheme. Existence of other retinng beneGts P , , gratuity': its. 

ment compensation or other benefits e other beneGts. 

quantum may however have to be adjusted in the hp „ratiiit\' and even 

We may repeat that in f 

generally in the settlement of 4e problems arising before 

Ire no Gxed principles, on the often precedents of cases 

the Tribunal or the Cou^ or toVS ?bem. It would in 

determined ad hoc are utilised build up cl^ grounds of the decisions 

the circumstances be futile to ^^temp a opeUate Tribunals and the High 

given by the Industrial Tnbunals, the Latour brieGy refer to a 

Courts to the dimensions of any ’ in Mo}' and Baker [India) 

few of the precedents relating to the S^nt ^mty. basis 

Ltd. V. Their Workmen-, the claim of ^ Tribunal and the quantum was 
of gross salary was rejected by the Industnd jbe view taken by 

related to basic salaiy i.e., excluding tornK ‘ ^ Corporation v. Its 

the Tribunal was affirmed by this In Br/wW ^ 

Workmen'' the existing gratuity- sch^e J^be scheme while rctaimng 

of consolidated wages. The Tribunal however mod r„srified and reasonable- 

the basis of consoGdated wages which was held J . by reference to con- 
Tliis Court observ-ed that primajacie S^tnity' is ^ departure from 

solidated wages but on basic wages and the Tnbunal ha a by 

that. But in the view of the Court no interferen Workmen- dw 

the Tribunal was called for. In British Faints ^ ; that it would l« 

Court foUowed the judgment in /'^.-®‘^*be^auantum of gratuity on basic 
proper to follow the usual pattern of Sic was not adhered to m 

wage excluding dearness allowances. But same pnncipl^ 

1. (1960'i 3 S C R. 829. 

2. (1961)2L.L.3. 94CS.C.). 
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all cases. For instance in Hindusthan Antibiotic^ Ltd. v. Their Workmen^, it was 
•observed. 

“The learned Counsel for the Company then argued that there is a flagrant 
violation or departure from the accepted norms in fixing the wage stmcture and 
the dearness allowance and therefore, as an exceptional case, we should set 
aside the award of the Tribunal and direct it to re-fix the wages.” 

In that case the Tribunal had awarded gratuity related to consolidated wages and 
without any contest the order of the Tribunal was confirmed. In Remington 
R-and of India v. The Workmen- it was contended on behalf of the employer 
that the Tribunal was not justified in awarding gratuity on the basis of consoli- 
dated wages and should have awarded it on the basic wages alone. In dealing 
with that plea this Court observed that the Tribunal was on the facts of the case 
justified in proceeding in that way. 

It is not easy to extract any principle from these cases, as precedents they 
are conflicting. If the matter rested there, we could not interfere with the con- 
clusion of the Tribunal, but the Tribunal has failed to take into account the pre- 
vailing pattern in the textile industry all over the country. The textile industry 
is spread over the entire country, in pockers some large others small. There are 
large and concentrated pockets in certain re^ons and smaller pockets in other 
regions. Except in two or three of the smaller States, texfile units are to be 
found aU over the country. It is a country-wide industry and in that industry, 
except in one case to be presently noticed, gratuity has never been granted on the 
basis of consolidated wages. Out of 39 centres in which the textile industry is 
located there is no centre in which gratuity payable to workmen in the textile 
industry pursuant to awards or settlements is based on consolidated wages. In 
the two principal centres, viz. Bombay and Ahmedabad. schemes for pajment 
of gratuity to workmen in the textile industry the rates of gratuity are related 
to basic wages. The B.C.M. have tendered before the Tribunal a chart setting 
out the names of textile units in which tiie gratuity is paid, to the workmen on 
basic wages. These are — the Textile Units, Bhavnagar. (Gujarat); Shaim 
Oihatrapati Mills, Kolhapur (Maharashtra); Jivajirao Cotton Mills, Gwalior 
(Madhya Pradesh); Madhya Pradesh Mill-owners’ Association, (Indore); Bombay. 
Ahmedabad (Gujarat); Ne\v Sherrock Spg. &. Wvg. Co. Ltd.. Nadiad (Gujarat); 
Raja Bahadur Motilal Mills, Poona (Maharashtra); Shree Gajanan Wvg. Mills. 
Sangli (Maharashtra); T.I.T. Bhiwani (Haryana); Jagatjeet Cbtton Mills, Phag- 
wada (Punjab); 36 Textile Mills in West Bengal; and Umed Mills (Rajasthan). 
It is true that the chart does not set out the gratuity schemes, if any. in all the 39 
centres referred to in the Report of the First Wage Board, but the chart relates to 
a fairly representative segment of the industiy'. No evidence has been placed 
before the Court to prove that in determining gratuity payable under any other 
scheme in a textile unit the rate is related to consolidate wages. The two large 
centres in which the industry^ is concentrated are Bombay and Ahmedabad. In 
Rashtriya Mill Mozdoor Sangh. Bombay v. Millowners' Association, Bombay^. 
a scheme was framed by the InduMrial Court, exercising power under 
tlic Bombay Industrial Relations Act XI of 1947. in which the 
quantum of gratuity was related to the basic wages alone. In paragraph 27 at 
p. 583 the Tribunal rejected the argument advanced by Counsel for the workmen 
that since benefits li.kc provident fund, reuenchment compensation. State in.sur- 
ance scheme, are grant^ in terms of monthly wages, gratuity should a]=o be 


I. (1957) 1 LL J. 114 (SC.) : {l'!67) 1 2. (1968) 1 L.L J. 542. 

S CR. 652 : :!965) I S.CJ. 12 : A-I R. 1967 3. (1957'' Industrial Court Reporter 561. 

S.C. 948. 
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related to consolidated wages. They obser\'ed that in a large majority of awards 
of the Labour Appellate Tribunal and Industrial Tribunals gratuity had been 
av/arded in terms of basic wages, and that, 

‘■The basic rvages reflect the differentials between the workers more than 
the total wages, as dearness allowance to all ^operatives is paid at a flat rate 
varying with the cost of living index. The gratuity schemes for the super- 
visory and technical staff as well as for clerks are also in terms of basic 
wages.” 

They accordingly related gratuity with the average basic wage earned by the 
workman during the twelve months preceding death, disability, retirement, resig- 
nation or termination of service. The scheme in the Bombay 
regior was adopted in the dispute between the Textile Labour Association and 
the Ahmedabad Mill Owners’ Association. The award is reported in the Textile 
Labour Association, Ahmedabad v. AbmedabaJ Millowners’ Association.'^ 
The question whether gratuity should be fixed on the basis of consolidated 
wages was apparently not mooted, but it was accepted on both the sides that 
gratuity should be related to basic wages. An appeal against that decision in 
the Ahmedabad Mill Owners' Association case^ was brought before this Court 
in Bharatkhand Textile Manufactitnng Co. Ltd.'s case,- but no objection 
was raised to the award relating gratuity to basic wages. In the report of the 
General Wage Board for the Cotton Textile Industry', 1959, in paragraph 110 
gratuity was directed to be given on the basis of wages plus the increases given 
under paragraph 106, but excluding the dearness allow'ance. 

The only departure from the prevailing pattern to which our attention is 
inwted was made by the Labour Appellate Tribunal in regard to the textile 
units in the Coimbatore Region : Rajalakshmi Mills Ltd. v Their Workmen.^ 
There was apparently no discussion on the question about the basis on which 
gratuity should be awarded. The Labour Appellate Tribunal observed : 

2. “In all the appeals there is a contKt by the mills on the subject of 
gratuity, and it is contended that the gratuity as awarded is too high. Both 
sides had much to say on the subject of the gratuity scheme as given by the 
adjudicator. During the course of the hearing we indicated to the parties the 
lines on which the gratuity scheme could be suitably' altered to meet their res- 
pective points of view.” 

3. ‘.We accordingly give the following scheme in substitution of the 
scheme at paragraph 85 of the award : 

‘AU persons with more than five y'ears and less than fen years’ continuous 
service to their credit, on termination of their service by the company, except 
in cases of dismissals for misconduct involving moral turpitude, shall be paid 
gratuity at the rate of ten days’ average rate of pay inclusive of dearness allow- 
ance for each completed year of service.’ 

But this award was modified later by the Industrial Tribunal in Coimbatore Dis- 
trict Mill Workers' Union and others v. Rajalakshmi Milis Co,. Ltd .* The 
earlier aw'ard made in 1957 was sought to be rc\'iewed before the industrial Tri- 
bunal. The Tribunal observed that it would be the duty of the Tribunal to modify’ 
a gratuity scheme based upon some agreement or settlement if the terms of that 
agreement are found to be onerous and oppressive. TTie Tribunal stated that 
the original scheme was not applicable to all the units and taking into considcra- 


1. (1958) 349. 

2. (1960)3 S.e.R. 329. 


3. (1957) 2T..LJ.426 

4. (1964) I LLJ.63S. 
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tion ths statutory provident fund scheme and “the fact that recently basic v/ages 
and dearness allovvance have leaped up”, there was no justification for includiii. 
the dearness allowance in any new scheme that mignt be framed for the new 
Milis: and that it would be most undesirable to have two sets of gratuity schemes 
in the same region with varving rates. In the vievr of the Tribunal there should 
be a uniform scheme for all the Mills, old and new, and on that ground also the 
retention of the dearness allowance under the old scheme must be refused. 

Counsel. for the workmen relied upon an award made by the Industrial 
Tribunal in the Chemical Unit belon^g to the D.C.M. which is published in 
D.C.M. Ch:miccl Works v. Its H orkmt;n -. In that case gratuity was related 
'to consolidated wages. The unit though belonging to the D.C.M. is entirely 
independent of the textile unit. The Company was treating the unit as separate 
from rhe textile unit and distinct for the purpose of recruitment of labour, sale, 
and conditions of service for the workmen employed therein. The Chemical 
Unit had separate muster-rolls for its employees and transfers from one unit to 
the ether, even vyhere such transfers were possible, considering the utterly differ- 
ent kinds of business carried on in the difference units, usually took place with 
the consent of the eraplov'ee concerned. In upholding the gratuity scheme which 
was based on the consolidated wages, this Q)urt observ'ed : 

“As to the burden of the scheme, we do not think that, looking at it from 
a pracrical point of view and taking into account the fact that there are about 
800 workmen in all in the concern, the burden per year would be very high, 
considering that the number of retirements is be^.veen three to four per 
centum of the total strength." 

The gratuity scheme was in a chemical unit, and not in a textile unit The judg- 
ment" of this Court merely affirmed the award of the Tribunal and sets out no 
reasons why gratuity should be related to consolidated wages. We do not regard 
the affirmance by this Court of the award of the Industrial Tribunal as an effective 
or persuasive precedent justitying a variation from the normal pattern of gratuity 
schemes in operation in the textile industry all over the country. 

It is clear that in the gratuity schemes operative at present to which our atten- 
tion has been invited, in force in the textile industry- pavment of gratuity is related 
not to consolidated wages but to basic wages. It is true that under the scheme 
which is in operation in the D.C.M. and S.B.M. pavnrent which is related to 
the length of service may in some cases exceed the maximum awardable under 
a scheme of gratuity benefit related to basic wages. That cannot be a ground 
for making a -vi-.a] departure from the prevailing pattern in the other textile units 
in the country. But it may be necessary to protect the interest of the mem- 
bers governed by the origin^ scheme. 

Determination of gratuit}' is not based on any definite rales. In each case 
it must depend upon the prosperity of the concenr, needs of the workmen and 
the prevailing econcmic conditions, examined in the fight of the auxiliaiy benefits 
which the woriaaen may get on determination of employment. If all ov-er the 
country in the texiOe centres pajinent of gratuity is related to the basic wages 
and no: on consolidated wages any innovation in the Delhi region is likeIv"to 
giva rise to serious industrial disputes in other centres all over the country. The 
award if confirmed would net ensure industrial peace if it is likely to foment 
serious unrest in other centres. If maintenance of industrial peace is a governing 
principle of industrial adjudication, it would be wise to maintain a reasonable 
degree of uniformity in the diverse units all over the country and not to make 
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a fundamental departure from the prE\’aib'ng pattern. We are, tberefoie, « 
the vie%v that the Tribunal’s avrard granting gratuity on the basis of consolidated 
vrage cannot be upheld. This modification v.ill not, howes'er, afreet the C-xisting 
benefits which are available under the schemes framed by the D.CM. and S-B-Vh 
insofar as those tv.-o units are concerned. 

Mr. Ramamurthi for the workmen also contended that in the matter of 
relating gratuity to wages — consolidated or basic — the principle of region -cirni- 
industry should be applied and an “overall vievr of similar and uniform condi- 
tions in the industry in difrerent centres” should not be adopted. It was also 
urged that the basic wage is very' low' and the class of wage to w'hich gratuity was 
related played a very important part in the derenninafion of gratuity. The basic 
wage is however low in all the centres and if it does not play an important part 
in other centres, we see no reason why it should play only in the Delhi region a 
■dedsive part so as to make vital departure from the scheme in operation in the 
other centres in the countrv'. We are stronglj' impressed by the circumstances 
that acceptance of the award of the Tribunal in the present case is likely to create 
conditions of great instability all over the counirv in the textile industiy. In 
that view, we decline to uphold the order of the Tribunal fixing gratuity or the 
basis of consolidated wages inclusive of dearness allowance. 

We may refer to the contentioriS advanced by Counsel for the workmen in 
the two appeals filed by them. It was urged that the Tribunal was in error in 
denying to the workmen gratuity when employment Ir- determined on the ground 
of misconduct. It w'as urged that it is now a rule settled by decisions of this 
Court that the employer is bound to pay gratuity notwithstanding termination 
of employment on the ground of misconduct. It ma 3 ' be noticed that in the 
Raihtriya Mill Mazdoor ^angh's case^ and in the Ahmzdabcd Mill 0'>men' 
Association case- provision w’as expressly made denying gratuity to the workmen 
dismissed for misconduct. But in later cases a less rigid approach wa.*: adopt- 
ed. In Garment Cleaning Works case^. this Court observed : 

“On principle, if gratuity is earned by an employee for Jong and meritorious 
service, it is difficult to understand why the benefit thus eanied by long and 
meritorious service should not be available to (he employee even though at the 
end of such service he may have been found guUty of misconduct winch entails 
his dismissal. Gratuity is not paid to the cmplo^-ee gratuitously or merely as 
a matter of boon. It is paid to him for the service rendered by him to the 
employer, and when it is once earned, it is difficult to understand why it should 
necessarily be denied to him whatever may be the nature of misconduct of bis 
dismissal.” 

In later judgments also the Courts upheld the view that denial of the right 
to gratuity is not justified even if employment is determined for misconduct. 

In Matipur Zomindari (P) Ud. v. Their Workmen^ thi^ Court opined that 
the workmen should not be wholly deprived of il;e benefit earned by long and 
meritorious service, even though at the end of such servici he may be found 
guilty of misconduct entailing his dismissal, and therefore the condition in a 
gratuity scheme that no gratuity should be payable to a v.orkman dismi-sed “for 
misconduct involving moral turpitude” should be held unjustified. TIic Court 
therefore modified the condition and directed that while paying gratuity to a 
worlnnan who was dismissed for misconduct only' such amount should b: deduct- 
ed from the gratuity due to him in respect of which the employer may have pufrer- 
cd loss by the misconduct of the employee. 


1. (1957) Industrial Court Rcroner,56t. 

2. (I95S)LL J. 349. 


3. (1951) 1 I..I.J. 5J3: WCj 1 S CR. 711 

4. 'JnSS; 2 L L J. t39. 
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A similar view was expressed in Remington Rand of India Ltd’s case.''- 
In Calcutta Insurance Company Ltd.’c case" however protest was raised against 
-acceptance of this rule without qualification. Mitter, J. observed at page 9 that 
it was difficult to concur in principle with the opinion expressed in the Garment 
Cleaning Works case^. Mitter, J. observed; 

“We are inclined to think that it (gratuity) is paid to a workman to ensure 
good conduct throughout the period he serves the employer. ‘Long and merito- 
rious service’ must mean long and unbroken period of service meritorious to the 
end. As the period of service must be unbroken, so must the continuity of 
meritorious service be a condition for entitling the workman to gratuity. If 
a workman commits such misconduct “as causes financial loss to his employer, 
the employer would, under the general law, have a right of action against the 
employee for the loss caused, and making a provision for withholding pay- 
ment of gratuity where such loss was caused to the employer does not seem to 
aid to the harmonious employment of labourers or workmen. Further, the 
misconduct may be such as to undermine the discipline in the workers — a case 
in which it would be extremely difficult to assess the financial loss to tlie 
employer.” 

■“Misconduct’ spreads over a wide and hazy spectrum of industrial activity the 
most seriously subversive conduct rendering an employee wholly unfit for 
employment to mere technical default are covered thereby. The Parliament 
enacted the Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 1946, which by sec- 
tion 15 has authorised the appropriate Government to make rules to carry out 
the purposes of the Act and in respect of additional matters to be included in the 
Schedule. The Central Government has framed certain model standing rules by 
notification dated 18th December, 1946, called ‘The Industrial Employment 
fStanding Orders) Central Rules, 1946’. In Schedule I — ^Model Standing Orders 
^clause 14 provides : 

“( 1 ) * * * * • * 

(2) A workman may be suspended for a period not exceeding four da>s at a 
time, or dismissed without notice or any compensation in lieu of notice, if he 

. is found to be guilty of misconduct. 

(3) The following acts and omissions shall be treated as misconduct — 

(a) wilful insubordination or disobedience, whether alone or in combination 
with others, to any lawful and reasonable order of a superior, 

(h) theft, fraud or dishonesty in connection with the employer’s business or 
property, 

(c) wilful damage to or loss of employer’s goods or property. 

td) taking or giving bribes or any illegal gratification, 

(e) habitual absence without leave or absence without leave for more than 
10 days, 

(ft habitual late attendance, 

(g'. habitual breach of any law applicable to the establishment, 

(/{) riotous or disorderly behaviour during working hours at the establishment 
■or any act subversive of discipline. 

[i) habitual negligence or neglect of work. 


(/'frequent repetition of any act or omission for which a fine may be imposed 
to a maximum of 2 per cent, of the wages in a month. 

(k striking work or inciting others to strike work in contravention of the 
provisions of any law. or rule hawng the force of law.” 


1. 0965) 1 L.LJ. 5-!2. 

2. (1957) 2 L.LJ. 1 ; (J957) 2 S.C.R. 595. 


3. (1961) 1 L.LJ. 1 : (1962) I S.C.R. 7ll! 
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A bare perusal of the Schedule shows that the expression “misconduct” covers a 
large area of human conduct. On the one hand are the habitual late attendance 
habitual negligence and neglect of works on the other hand are riotous or dis- 
orderly behaviour during working hours at the establishment or any act subver- 
sive of discipline, wilful insubordination or disobedience. Misconduct falling 
under several of these latter heads of rmsconduct may involve no direct loss or 
damage to the employer, but would render the functioning of the establishment 
impossible or extremely hazardous. For instance, assault on the Manager of an 
establishment may not directly involve the emploj'er in any loss or damage which 
could be equated in terms of money, but it would render the working of die esta- 
blishment impossible. One may also envisage several acts of misconduct not 
djiwtiy involving the establishment in any loss, but which are destructive of dis- 
cipline and cannot be tolerated. In none of the cases cited any detailed exami- 
nation of what type of misconduct would or would not involve to the employer 
loss capable of bring compensated in terms of tnon^ was made; it was broadly 
stated in the cases which have come before this Court that notwithstanding dis- 
missal for misconduct a workman will be entitled to gratuity after deducting the 
loss occasioned to the employer. If the cases cited do not enunciate any broad 
principle we think that in the application of those cases as precedents a distinction 
should be made between technical misconduct which leaves no trail of indisci- 
pline, misconduct resulting in damages to the employer’s property, which may be 
compensated by forfeiture of gratuity or part thereof, and serious misconduct 
which though not directly causing damage, such as acts of violence against the 
mauagement or other emploj'ees or riotous or disorderly behaviour, in or near the 
place of employment is conducive to grave indiscipline. The first should involve 
no forfeiture; the second may involve forfeiture of an. amount equal to the loss 
directly suffered by the emploj'er in consequence of the misconduct and the thirf 
may entail forfeiture of gratuity due to Ae workmen. The precedents of this 
Court e.g.. Wenger Co. v. Its Workmen,^ Rauington Rand of India Lttl.. case,’ 
and Motipur ^amindari (P.) Ltd.'s case^ do not compel us to hold that 
no misconduct however grave may. be visited with forfeiture of gratuity. In our 
judgment, the rule set out b}' this Court jn Wenger & Co's, case^ and Motipur 
Zamindari {P) Ltd.'s case'* applies only to those cases where there has been by 
action wilful or negh’gent any loss occasioned to the property of the employer 
and the misconduct does not involve acts of violence against the management 
or other employees, or riotous or disorderly behaviour in or near the place of 
employment. Fi these exceptional cases — the third class of cases — ^the emplojer 
may exercise the right to forfeit gratuity; to hold othenvise would be to put a 
premium upon conduct destructive of maintenance of discipline. 

It was urged on behalf of the workmen tliat the minimum period of 15 years 
fixed for voluntary' retirement is too long and it should be reduced to 10 years. 

In Hume Pice Co. Ltd. v. Tiieir Workmen' and Hydro [Engineers i Private 
Ltd. V. The Workmen'- the im’nimum period for qualifying for gratuity on 
voluntary' retirement was fixed at 15 years. In other cases a shorter period of 
10 years was adopted: Garment Cleaning Works’" British Paints India', Ltd.' 
Calcutta Insurance Co. Lta. and Wenger <S Company. ' 

Councel for die employers have accepted that qualifrine length of service 
for voluntaiy retirement should be reduced to 10 years. ' Counsel for the em- 


1. 0963) 2 L.L.J. 403. 

2. (1968) 1 L.I.J. 542. 

3. 0965) 2 L.LJ. 139. 

4 (1959) 2 L.U.J. 830: (1960^ S.C.J. 5:0 


5- (1969; 1 S.CJ 519. 

6 1952) I S.r-R 711 
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ployers have also accepted that having regard to all the circumstances, notwith- 
standing the direcdon given by the Tribunal and the schemes prevailing in the 
ether parts of the country in the textile industry, the maximum gratuity should 
not exceed 20 months’ basic wages and not 15 months’ as directed by the 
Tribunal. Further Counsel for the D.C.M. and S.B.M. have agreed that in 
case of termination of employment on voluntary retirement one full month’s 
basic wages for each completed year of service not exceeding 20 months' wages 
should be granted to workmen. Counsel for the B.C.M. has agreed that gratuity 
at the rate of 21 days’ wages for each completed year of service in case of volun- 
tary' retirement or resignation after 10 years’ service may be awarded as gratuity 
to the workmen. Counsel for the A.T.M. has shown no disinclination to fell 
in line with this suggestion. Counsel for the A.T.M. has also not objected to 
appropriate adjustments in view of the concessions made by the management 
of the D.C.M. , S.B.M. and B.C.M. 

It was urged by Counsel for the workmen that in providing that gratuity 
shall be paid to B'^dU workmen for only tiiose years in which a workman has 
worked for 24C days, the Tribunal has committ^ an error. It was urged that 
a Badd workman has to register himself with the management of the textile unit 
and is required every day to attend the factory premises for ascertaining whether 
work would be provided to him. and since a Bcdli workman has to remain 
available throughout the year when the factory is open, a condition requiring 
that the Bcdli workman has worked for not less than 240 days to qualify for 
gratuity is unjust. We are unable to agree with that contention. If gratuity 
is to he paid for service rendered, it is difficult to appreciate the grounds on 
which it can be said that because for maintaining his name on the record of the 
Badli workmen, a workman is required to attend the Mills he may be deemerl 
to have rendered service and would on that account be entitled also to claim 
gratuity. The direction is unexceptionable and the contention must be rqected. 

It was also urged by Mr. Ramamurthi that the expression “average of the 
basic wage” in the definition of “wages” in clause 4 of the Schemes is likely to 
create complications in the implementation of the schemes-. He urged that 
if the wages earned by a workman during a month are divided by the total 
number of working days, the expression “wages” wUl have an artificial meaning 
and especially where the workman is old or disabled or incapacitated from rende^ 
ing service, gratuity payable to him will be substantially reduced. We do not 
think that there is any cause for such apprehension. The expression “average of 
the basic wage” can only mean the wage earned by a workman during a rrionth 
divided by the number of days for which he has worked and multiphed by 26 in 
order to arrive at the monthly wage for the computation of gratuity payable. 
Counsel for the emploj'ers agree to this interpretation. 

It was then urged that whereas the reference to the Industrial Tribunal was 
made by the Etelhi Administration sometime in March 1958, the award is given 
cITcct to from 1st January', 1964, and for a period of nearly six years the workmen 
have been deprived of gratuity, when the delay in the disposal of the proceedincs 
was not due to any fault or delaj'ing tactics on the part of the workmen. The 
reference was made in the first week of Mardi, 1958. The Textile Mazdoor 
Union then applied to be impleaded on 15th September. 1958, the D.CM. and 
S.B.M. moved the Higli Court of Punjab at Delhi and obtained an order for 
stay of proceedings in writ pc^tion filed against the order of the Tribunal implead- 
ing the Textile Mazdoor Union. That writ petition was dismissed in February^ 
1961 and the proceedings were resumed on 12th December, 1962. Thereafter preli- 
minary issues were dedded and on 3rd December, 1963. an interim award relating 
to other disputes was made. It must, however, be noticed that there were four 


'788 


THE StJPREilE COURT JOURNAL 


11970 


claims and the claim relating to gratuity was taken in hand by the Tribunal after 
disposal of the other claims. Neither party was dilatory in the prosecution cf 
^y claim before the Tribunal. It has also to be noticed that in the D.C.M. and 
cj.B.M. there was in fact a gratuity scheme already in operation. The liability 
of the A.T.M. to pay gratuity arises after that unit acquired sufficient financial 
stability and it is not suggested that the unit had acquired fina ncial stability 
before 1st January, 1964. The issue remains alive issue only in reqject of the 
B.CM. It is true that the gratuity scheme of the D.CM. and S.B.M. was related 
only to the length of service and did not take into account the varying rates of 
wagK received by the workmen. But the question if at all would be one of 
making minor adjustment in the liability of the two units to pay grattrity in the 
event of gratuity bang payable imder this award at a'higher rate than the gratuity 
awardable under the schane already in operation in the two units. If in respect 
of the A.T.M. which had no scheme of gratuity for all practical purposes 
becomes operative from 1st January, 1964, we do not see any reason why in respect 
of die B.C.M. any different rule should be provided for. A gain , the Tribunal 
has fixed 1st January, 1964, as the date for the commencement of the schemes. 
Giving the schemes effect before 1st January', 1964, may rake up cases in which 
the workmen have left the ^tablishmsits many years ago. It would not be 
conducive to industrial peace to allow such questions to be raised after this long 
delay. The question is not capable of solution on the application of any prmciple 
and must be decided on the cxinaderation of expediency'. We do not think 
ffiat any ground is made out for altering the award of ffie Industrial Tribunal 
in this behalf. 

It was then urged that in any event the workmen of the D.CM. and S.B.M. 
should not be dqirived of the right to gratuity, imder the scheme of the two units, 
if gratuity at a higher rate is payable to them under the voluntary scheme. Ihis 
contention must be accepted. We direct that in respect of all workmen of the 
D.CM. and S.BM who were employed before 1st January, 1964, and continued 
to remain employed till that date, gratuity' at the higher of the two rates appli- 
cable to each workman when be becomes entitled /to gratuity dlher computed 
under the Employees Benefit Fund Trust scheme of the D.C.M. and S.B.M.- 
cr under the terms of this award shall be paid. Workmen employed after 
l&t January’, 1964, will be entitled to the benefit of this award alone. 

Industrial disputes have given rise to considerable strife holding up develop- 
ment of industry and the economic welfare of the nation. Awards have been 
made by the Tribunals often on consideration ad hoc and based on no prindple 
and Courts have upheld or modified those awards without enunciation of any 
definite or generally' accepted principle. In the present case we have been largely 
guided by Sie consideration of securing a reasonable degree of uniformity in the 
fixation of gratuity in the textile industry', for. in our view, a departure made froni 
the prevailing pattern in one region is likely to ^ve rise to claims all over the 
country for modification of the gratuity schemes in operation, and have been 
accepted as fixing the basis of gratuity schemes. If, having regard to the deteri- 
orating value of the rupee, it is thought necessary that more generous bcncfiLs 
should be available to the workmen by way of gratuity’, the remedy h'es not before 
the adjudicators or the Courts, but brfore the legislative branch of the State. Jn 
respect of the bonus, provident fund, retrenchment compensation. State Insurance 
Schemes as well as medical benefits, le^slation has been introduced bringing a 
reasonable d^ee of certaiiity in the law governing the various benefits available 
to the workmen and we are of the view that ev’cnin respect of gratuity'a reasonably 
uniform scheme may be evolved by the L^slatnres which could prevent resort to 
the adjudicators in respect of this complicated matter of dispute between the 
emplqyers and the emplqy’ees. It may not be dfficult to evolve a scheme which 
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would meet the legitimate claims of both the emploj'ers and the employees and 
which might, while eliminating cause for friction, simultaneously conduce to 
greater certainty in the administration of the law governing industrial disputes, 
and secure benefits to the employers as well as the emplojees and conduce to the 
prosperity of the industry as well as of the workmen. 

We propose to summarise the effect of our judgment: 

(1) A unir-wise approach in framing the gratuity scheme for the four units 
was appropriate, and on .the terms of the references the plea of the employees to 
fix the age of superaimuation was beyond the scope of r^erence. The financial 
condition of the D.C.M., S.BM. and B.CM. justifies imposition of gratuity 
schemes as from 1st Januar\', 1964. Even the A.T.M. w'hich is the weakest of 
the four units is finandally stable from the date on w'hich the award becomes 
operative; 

(2) 'The settlement between the workmen and the A.T.M. did not operate 
to bar the jurisdiction of the Tribunal to make the scheme of gratuity payable to 
the workmen of the A.T.M.; 

(3) That the Tribunal was in error in relating gratuity awardable to the 
workmen to the consolidated wage; 

(4) That the minimum period for qualifying for voluntary retirement should 
be reduaxi to 10 years and one month’s basic w'age in the case of D.C.M. and 
S.B.M. and 21 days’ baric wage in the case of B.C.M. and A.T.M. for each 
completed j'ear of service should be paid but not exceeding 20 months’ wages in 
the aggregate. (This direction is made with the consent of the Advocates of the 
employers); 

(5) That workmen dismissed or discharged from service for misconduct 
will not be entitled to gratuity if guilty of conduct involving acts of violence 
against the management or other employees, or riotous or disorderly behaviour 
in or near the place of employment; 

(6) No modification need be made with regard to Badli workmen; . 

(7) The award needs no modification with regard to the date of operation 
of the award; and 

(8) The workmen of the D.C.M. and S.B.M. who commenced service 
and continued to serve till 1st January, 1964, and thereafter will be entitled to 
elect at the time when gratuity becomes due to claim gratuity either on the 
scheme in force under Employees Benefit Fund Trust of the employers or under 
this award. 

We have made some incidental changes to streamline the scheme. 

On the view we havu taken of the schemes, Annexure ‘A’ relating to the 
D.C.M. and S.B.M. of the award will be modified in the following respects: 

In clause 1 (a) instead of “12 days’ wages”, the expression “20 day's’ 
wages" will be substituted: ' ' 

In dause 1 (h) for the expression “15 days’ wages”, the expression “1 month’s 
wages" will be substituted; 

In proviso (/) to clause 1 for the expression “15 months’ wages”, the expres- 
sion “20 months’ wages” will be substituted; 

In dause 2 for the expression’ "15 days’ wages”, the expression "1 month’s 
wages" will be substituted; and for the expression “15 years’ service”, “10 years* 
service” will be su’ostituted; 
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In the proviso to clause 2 for the expression “15 months’ wages the expres- 
sion “20 months’ wages” will be substituted; 

In clause 3 in the proviso for the expression “15 months’ wages”, the expres- 
sion “20 months’ wages” will be substituted; 

Oause 3 will be followed by an Explanation : 

Explanation. — ^The expression “misconduct” means acts involving violence 
against the management or other employees, or riotous or disorderly behaviour 
in or near the place of employment. 

Where the workman is guilty of conduct which involves the management in 
financial loss, the loss occasioned may be deducted from the gratuity payable.” 

In clause 4 the words “plus the dearness allowance” will be omitted. 

The remaining clauses will stand unaffected exc^t that for the words “within 
six months from the date of publication of this Award” the words “within six 
months from the date of this judgment” will be substituted. 

Atmexure ‘B’ relating to the B.C.M. and A.T.M. will be modified in rhe 
following respects: 

In clause 1 'n for the expression “one fourth month’s wages”, the expres- 
sion “15 days wages” will be substituted; 

In clause 1 b for the expression “one third month's wages” the expression 
'21 days’ wages” will be substituted: 

In the proviso for the expression “12 months' wages”, the expression “20 
months’ wages” will be substituted; 

In clause 2 for the words “15 years’ service”, the expression “10 years’ 
service” will be substituted; 

In clause 3 in the proviso for the expression “12 months’ wages”, the ex- 
pression ‘'20 months’ wages” wiU be substituted and it will be followed by the 
Explanation of “misconduct” as in Annexure 'A’. 

In clause 4 the words “plus the dearness allowance” will be omitted. 

There will be no order as to costs in these appeals. 

V.M.K. Gratuitj; Schemes modified. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDL\. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J.M. Shelat amd G.A. VAiDiAiJNOAit, jj. 

Executive Committee of U. P. State Wardiousing Corporation, 

Ludmow . . Appdlant* 

Z7. 

Chandra Kiran Tyagi . . Respondent. 

Master and Seroanl — AgricuHarad Produce [Dsoelopmenl and Warehousing) Corporations 
Act {XXEIH q/'l95o), Rtgu'ation 16 (3) and Specific relief Act (/ of 1877), 
section 21 — Dismissal of an employee in violation of Rega'clion 16 {i)—Efj'ct 
of rcmrd'es — Contract for personal service — Xo declaration to enforce the same icdl be 
normally granted — -Exception. 

From a review of the English decisions the position emerges as follows : The 
law' relating to master and sc.-v.ant is clear. contract for persona' service will 
notbce.aforcedbyanordcrfor specific pcfromince nor will it be open for a ser- 
vant to refuse to accept the repudiation of a contract of scivicc by his master and 


C.A. No. 559 of 1967. 


Ssh September, 1969. 
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say that the contract has never been terminated. The remedy of the employee 
is a claim for damages for wrongful dismissal or for breach of contract. The 
is the normal rule. But, when a statutory* status is given to an employee and 
there has been a violation of the provisions of the statute tvhile terminating the 
services of such an employee, the la.tter will be eligible to get tlie relief of declara- 
tion that the order is null and void and that he continues to be in service, as it 
tv’ill not then be a mere case of master terminating the services of a servant. 

Tne position in law in India is that no declaration to enforce a contract of 
personal service will be normally granted. But there are certain well recognised 
e.vceptions to this rule and they are : To grant such a declaration in appropriate 
cases regarding (1) public servant, who has been dismissed fromsciadcc in con- 
travention of Artticle 311 ; (2) Reinstatement of a dismissed "worker under Indus- 
trial law by labour or Industrial Tribunals; (3) A statutory body when it has 
acted in breach of a mandatory obligation, imposed by statute. 

Onfacts, held, the regulations are made under the power reserved to the corpora- 
tion under section 54 of tire Act. No doubt they lay dosm the terms and condi- 
tions, of relationship between the Corporation and its employees. An order 
made in breach of the regulations would be contrary to such terms and condi- 
tions, but would not be in breach of any statutory' obligation. In the instant 
case, a bre.ach has been committed by the appe lant of regulation 16 (3) ss’hen 
pass ng the said order of dismissal, in as much as the procedure indicated tlierein 
has not been followed. The Act does not guarantee any' statutory* status to the 
respondent, nor does it impose any* obligation on the appellant in such matter. 
It is not ia dispute that the authority* who can pass an order of dismissal has 
passed the same : tmder those circumstances a violation of regulation 16 (3) can 
only result in the order of dismissal being held to be wTongfuI and, in consequence, 
making the appellant liable for damages.. But the said order cannot be held to 
be one svhichhasnot terminated the service, albeit vTongfully, or which entitles 
the respondent to ignore it and ask for being treated as still in service. 

(Held further, that there has been a violation of regulation 16 (3) in the enquiry 
proceedings and that the order passed is one under Regulation 16 and not under 
r(^uIation II). 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Decree dated the 25th 
October, 1966 of the Allahabad High Court in Second Appeal No. 4275 of 1965. 

S. T, Desai, Senior Advocate {dfawiit Lai and D. jV. Misra, Advocates, with 

him), for Appellant. 

B.R.L. Iyengar. Senior Advocate {S. K. Mehta and K. L. Mehta, Advocates, 
cf Mfs. K. L. Mehta & Co., with him), for Respondeat. 

The Judgment of the Court SN-as delivered by 

Vaidialingam, J . — ^This appeal, by Special Leave, by the defendant-appellant, is 
directed against the decree and judgraem, dated 25th October, 1 956 of the Allahabad 
High Court in Second Appeal No. 4275 of 1965 Irolding that the order, dated 
lOtii Mtrch, 1964 passed against the respondent dismissing him from service, is 
null .and void and that he is entitled to be reinstated with full pay and emoluments. 

Tlic respondent-plaintiff originally entered sendee with tlic appellant ?.s a 
Technical .\sn>tan tin November. 1958 and later he was promoted tothcpostoflS’arc- 
honscmvi on 15th October, 1959. He rvas confinned in 1952 in thesaid post. Cer- 
tain c targe- -were framed ag-tinst the respondent and pending the enquiry into those 
cli.’.rgc; he tras placed under suspension on 9th September, 1963. After an enquiry* 
the respondent was found guilty and in consequence di'misscd from scm'cc of the 
appellant by order dated 10. h ^^arch,I964. The respondent instituted Civil Suit No. 
201 of 1964 challenging the order of dismissal. According to him the v.arious al- 
Icg itions made agtinst him were vague and had not been established and there has 
been no proper enquiry conducted against him. The enquiry, according to him 
w.vs contrary to the principle; of natural justice without giving Itim an opporttmity 
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to place his defence and it was also held in disregard of clause 16 of the Regulations 
framed by the appellant. He also claimed that he "was entitled to the protection 
under Article 311 of the Constitution. On these allegations the plaintiff prayed for 
a declaration that the orderj dated 10th March, 1964 disinissing him from service,, 
was null and void and that he was entitled to be reinstated with full pay and other 
emoluments. 

The appellant-defendant, in its 'written statement, pleaded that the enquiry 
into the charges levelled against the plaintiff was made properly and in compliance 
with the provisions of the Regulations and the plaintiff respondent had been given 
full opportunity to participate in the enquiry which he also did. The appellant 
pleaded that the respondent was not entitled to the protection of Article 311 of the 
Constitution. It also pleaded that the order of dismissal passed against the respon- 
dent was perfectly justified and that thesuit (claim) was false and had to be dismissed 
•with costs. 

The trial Court held that the plaintiff was not entitled to the protection under 
Article 311 of the Constitution. But it held that in conducting the enquiry, die 
Enquiry Officer did not comply with the provisions of sub-clause (3) of clause 16 of 
the Regulations framed by the appellant and that there had been a violation of the 
rules of natural justice. In consequence the trial Court held that the order dis- 
missmg the plaintiff was illegal ; but in considering the question as to whether the 
plaintiff was also entitled to the further relief claimed by him, viZ;_ of reinstatemOTt 
with full pay and emoluments, the trial Court was of opinion that in view of section 
21 of the Specific Relief Act, 1877 the plaintiff was not entitled to that relief 
Ulthnately the trial Court granted a declaration, by its judgment dated 24dr Alarcli, 
1965 thattheoi'der of dismissal dated 10th March, 1964 was void and ineffective and 
decreed the suit with costs. 

Tire appellant challenged this decision in appeal before the Civil Judge. Main- 
purij in Civil Appeal No. 69 of 1965. The respondent filed a Memorandum of 
Cross Objections challenging the decree of the trial. Court declining his relief for 
reinstatement with full pay. The learned Civil judge, by his decree and jusgment 
dated 4th September, 1951 dismissed the appeal and allowed the Memorandum of 
Gross-Objections filed by the respondent. The result was that the plaintiff’s suit 
was decreed granting both the reliefs as prayed for by him. 

The appellant again challenged the decrees' of both 'the lower Courts before the 
Allahabad High Court in Second Appeal No. 4275 of 1965. The High Court has 
by its judgment dated 25tli October, 1966 dismissed the appeal. It agreed tyith the 
findings recorded by the tivo Subordinate Courts that the enquhy procct^ings are 
vi dated by a violation of 'the principles of natural justice and also not being in ac- 
cordance with Regulation No. 16 (3). Regarding the declaration for reinstatement 
the High Court was of the vie^v that the rules and the Regulations framed under the 
Agricultural Produce {Development and Warehousing) Corporations Act, 1956 (Act XXVIII 
of 1956) (hereinafter called the Act) had statutory force and that as there had been 
a violation of Regulation No. 16 (3), the plaintiff was entitled to the declaration. 

Mr. S. T. Desai, learned Counsel for theappellant Corporation raised two con'^ 
tentions : (1) A full and fair opportimity was given to" the respondent in the cn~ 
quiry held against him and there has been no violation of Regulation No. 16 (3). 
The finding on his point by the High Court and the Subordinate Courts is crrocnous. 
(2) Even on the basis that the enquiry is vitiated by non-compliance with the provi- 
sions of Regulation No. 16 f3) framed bytheCorporation, the relief declaring that the 
plaintiff is entitled to be reinstated in service rsdth full pay should not have been 
granted as by doing so the Courts have departed from tire normal rule tliat the speci- 
fic performance of a contract of personal service will not be enforced. In any c\'cnt, 
coi nscl urged that there ore no special circumstances justifying tlic grant of that re- 
lief in this case. 

Mr. B.R. L. Iyengar, learned Counsel for the respondent, pointed out that the 
findings tliat the enquiry heldwns not in accordance with Regulation No. 16 (3) 
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and that there has been a violation of the principles of natural justice, are con- 
current findin gs recorded by all the Courts and those findings are fully supported, 
by the evidence on record. R^arding the second contention, Mr. Iyengar pointed 
out that tvhen an order of dismissal has been passed in violation of a statutory' pro- 
vision — ^as in this case the R^ulations — a declaration granted in favour of the res- 
pondent is justified. 

The first contention raised by Air. Desai relates to the question as to whether the 
enqitirj- held against the plaintiff ^vas in accordance with sub-clause (3) of Regula- 
tion 16 of the Regulations framed by the appellant and whether the enquiry' is vitia- 
ted by a violation of the principles of natural justice. All the Courts have held that 
the respondent is not endued to the protection under Article 311 of the Constitution. 
Therefore, the omy quesdon for consideration is %vhether the enquiry has been pro- 
perly conducted in accordance with Regulation Mo. 16 (3). As pointed out by 
Air. Iyengar, the findings on facts on this point have been recorded concurrently by 
all the Courts as against the appellant. 

It is now' necessar>- to briefiy refer to some of the provisions of the Act under 
which the appellant has been consdmted and is functioning, as also the Regulations- 
framed by the Board. The Act is one to provide for the incorporation and regula- 
tion of corporations for the purpose of development and warehousing of agriculturai 
produce on co-operative principles and for matters coimected therewith. Section 2 
defines certain espresions, including ‘appropriate Government’, ‘Board’, ‘Central 
Warehousing Corporation ’, ‘prescribed’, ‘State Warehousing Corporation’ and 
‘Warehousing Corporation’. The expression ‘ Board’ means the National Cc-ope- 
rath'e Development and Warehousing Board established under section 3. ‘State 
^V''arehou^ing Corporation’ (the appellant is one such) means a \Varehousing Cor- 
poration for a State established under section 28. Section 3 provides for the estab- 
lishment by the Central Government of a Corporation by the name of M?.tionaI 
Co-operative Development and Warehousing Board. Section 17 provides for the 
Central Government establishing a Corporation by the name of Central 'Warehous- 
ing Corporation. Section 28 provides for the State Government establishing a. 
■Warehousing Corporation for the State. As pointed out earfier, the appellant is' 
the 'Warehousing Corporation for the State of Uttar Pradesh, established under this 
section. Section 34 Ia>-s down the functions of a State Warehousing Corporation. 
Section 35 provides for the composition of the Executive Committee of a State 
Warehousing Corporation. Section 52 gives power to the appropriate Government 
to make rules to cany out the purposes of the Act and sub-section (2) deab a'.dth the 
various matters in respect of which rults may be framed without prejudice to the 
generalitv' of the power contained in sub-section (1). Sub-section (3i provides that 
all. rules made by the appropriate Government under section 52 shall, as soon as 
Tu-t t be after thes- are made, he laid before both Houses of Parliament or the Legisla- 
ture of the State as the case may be. , Section 53 gives power to the Board to mate 
regulations not inconsistent with the Act and the rules made thereunder, and those 
reguLations may provide for all matters for .which provision is necessarv' or expedi- 
ent for the purpose of giving efiect to the provisions of the Act. Apart from the 
generali t}' of this potver, st'b-section (2) specifies the various matters regarding which 
regulations may be finmed. Section 54 gives potver to the Warehousing Corpora- 
tions to make regulations not inconsistent with theActand the rules made thereunder 
and those regulations may provnde for all matters for which provision is necessarv 
or expedient for the purpose of giving effect to the provisions of the Act. Apart 
from this general power, sub-section (2) enumerates the various matters in respect of 
which regulations can he framed. 'Under section 54 the appellant Corporation had 
framed regulations. Those rt^alatioas arc the Uttar Pradesh State 'Warehousing 
Corporation Regulations. 1961 (hcreimfter called the Rt^ulations). We shall now 
proceed to consider the provisions of the Regulations. 

Clause 1 (3) of the R<^i^tions prcvidcs that the Regulations shall apply to 
all cmplov-ces of the Corporation and to the personnel emplov-cd on contract in "res- 
pect of all matters not regulated by the contract. Clause*2 defines the v-arious. 

« c J — 100 
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■expressions. Chapter II of the Regulations drak ss’ith the appointing authority, 
probation and termination of service. Regulation 11 deals svith tenninatioTi of 
service. Gnapter IV deals svith discipline. Sub-clause (1) of regulation 16 provides 
for the imposition of penalties as against an employee found guilty of the various 
acts mentioned therein. Sub-clause (3) of regulation 16, vhich is relevant for the 
present purpose, is as follows : — 

“ (3) No punishment other than that specified in sub-para (1) (a), (1) (i) or 
(1) (c) shall be imposed on any employee without giving him an opportunity for 
tendering an esplanation in svriting and cross-examining the sritnesses against 
him, if any, and of producing evidence in defence : 

Provided that punishment to an employee on deputation from the Central 
Government, a State Government or a Government Institution shall be imposed 
only in accordance with the procedure and rules laid dosm in this behalf in his 
parent service. ” 

Sub-paras (1) (aj, (1) (6) and (1) (c) referred to therein are the penalues of {a) 
fine; (6) censure ; and (c) postponement or stoppage of increments or promotion. 
In this case as the punishment imposed is one of dismissal of the appellant should 
have followed the procedure indicated in sub-clause (3) of regulation 16 extracted 
above. Under this sub-clause, it has to be noted that an employee on whom a 
punishment other than that specified therein is to be imposed, Jias to be given an 
opportunity of tendering his explanation in ■writing and cross-examining witnesses 
agiinst him, if any, and producing evidence in defence. The grievance of the res- 
pondent regarding the conduct of the enquiry, apart from other objections, is that 
materiak collected by the Enquiry Ofllcer behind hk back •were not made fcnosm 
to him and that information had been taken into accoimt for holding him guilty. 
His further objection is-tbat he did not get any opporttmity to adduce evidenci in 
his defen ce and that the various persons from whom information had been gathered 
by the Enquiry Officer were not tendered for cross-examination by' him. It is r.ot 
necessary for us to go elaborately into the various proceedings connected ■srith the 
giving of the charge-sheet, the explanation offered by the appellant and the final 
■conclusions airtyed at by the Enquiry Officer on the bask of svhich the respondent 
has been dismksed from service. As pointed out by Mr. Iyengar, all the Courts 
have concurrently held that the enquiry is vitiated and has been held contrary to 
regulation l6 (3). It is enough therefore, in the circumstances, to note that the 
Enquiry Officer Sri E.A. Abbasi who has given evidence has admitted that he did 
not take in evidence in respect of any' chatge and that he considered the records as 
sufficient for giving findings on the charges. He has ako admitted that he met 
various persons and collected information and that information has been incorporat- 
ed in hk enquiry report. He has further admitted that the information so collected 
by him was not put to the plaintiff, and has stated that he based hk findings in the 
report against the respondent on the bask of the enquiries made by him of the police 
and other persons. In the sacs of thk admksion, it is idle for Mr. Desai to urge be- 
fore us that the findings of the High Court and the Subordinate Courts that there 
has been a violation of regulation 16 (3) in the enquiry proceedings cannot be sus- 
tained. On the other hand, we are of opinion that the finding is amply ji-stihcd 
by the evidence on record. 

Mr. Desai made a feeble attempt to sustain the order, dated lOih l^Iarcli, 1964 
as one passed under regulation 1 1 and not imder regulation 16. A\ chayc no hesita- 
tion in rejecting this contention. Regulation 1 1 as wc have already pointed out is 
in Chapter II, and deals with termination of sert'ice simplicitcr and, even in such 
circumstances, it provides in the case of a permanent employee that his services cm 
be terminated only after apprising the cmploy’ec of the reasons therefor and asking 
him to furnkh explanation and after consideration of the explanation and then giv- 
ing the employee a final notice to show cause against the proposed termination 
ofsers'icc. This clause in our opinion deals witli a icrmin.ation, other than by way 
of punishment, and the procedure indicated therein is quite simple. On the other 
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hand, regulation 16 appears in Chapter IV dealing ivith discipline. An order of 
dismissal passed after foUowdng the procedure indicated therein attaches a stigma 
on the employee concerned. Having issued a charge-sheet and made a farce of an 
enquiry and then dismissed the employee after holding him guilty cannot certainly 
be considered to be termination of me employee^ service under regulation II. That 
action tvas taken by tvay of disciplinary' proceedings is clear from the fact that an 
order suspending the respondent, pendingthe enquiry', tras passed on 9th November, 
1963. Tne same order fiirther directed tnat the respondent svill receive only subsis- 
tence allowance during the period of suspension. The order of suspension must be 
related to emulation 1 7 and the grant of subsistence allowance must be referred to 
r^ulation 18, both of which occur in Chapter IV relating to discipline. Therefore 
it follows that the first contention of NIr. S. T. Desai cannot be accepted. 

Mr. Desai next mged that even on the basis that the order of dhmissa I had been 
passed in violation of regulation 16 (3), the decree granting a declaration for rein- 
statement of the respondent rvith full pay and emoluments is illegal as amounting 
to enforcing a contract of personal service. Alternatively Mr. Desai urged that in 
.any event mere are no special circumstances existing in this case justifi'ing the grant 
of such a declaration. 

Mr. Desai developed his contention as follows : The relationship between the 
appellant and the respondent is that of a master and servant. A breach of regula- 
tion 16 (3) -will at the most result in the order of dbmissal being tsTongful. The 
remedy, if any, of the aggrieved party in such a caseivill only be a claim for damages 
for breach of contract. The Counsel further urged that Courts have jurisdiction to 
<ieclare the decision of a statutoiy body given in violation of a mandatoiy' statutors' 
obligation relating to dismissal of a servant as ultra vires and void. Even in such cir- 
cumjtances, it was urged, the jurisdiction to grant a declaration which %vill result 
in continuity' of service is granted only tmder veiy special circumstances ■which re- 
<iuire the departure from the general rtile that a contract of service will not he speci- 
fically enforced. According to the Counsel, the rules framed under section 52 of the 
Act by the appropriate Government may have statutory force and effect if thc\' are 
of such a nature as to require mandatory compliance, but, according to him, the 
r^ulations framed by a 'Warehousing Corporation do not create any such statu- 
tory obligation of a m^datoiy nature. Hence a termination of service by an em- 
pIo\*er even in breach of conditions of service laid do\sn by the regulations would only 
attract the general law of master and servant and cannot result in a declaratory de- 
cree about continuity- of service being granted . In any event, the Cotmsel urged that 
a declaration should not have been granted as there are no special circumstances 
Ararranting the grant of such a relief in this case. Counsel pointed out that the res- 
pondent entered sers'ice only in November, 1958 and he has been removed from ser- 
vice in 1964 and it is not claimed by the respondent that he svill not be able to take 
up service elsewhere. In short, according to Mr. Desai, the grant of the relief of 
<ieclaration by tsay of reinstatement is erroneous. 

NIr. B. R-L. Iyengar, learned Counsel for the respondent, urged that the ref- 
lations have been framed by the IVarchousing Corporation under section 54. One 
of the matters in rcipcct of tvhich regulations may be framed is in regard to the 
conditions of service of the employees ofa I\ archousing Corporation. It is by virtue 
of that poAs-cr that the regulations — called Staff regulations — ^have been framed. 
By virtue of clause (3) of regulation I, they apply to all employees of the Corpora- 
tion and to tire pcrsormcl employed on contract in respect of all matters not regulat- 
ed by the contract. Those reguhations deal with various matters relating to the 
service conditions of the employees. Chapter IV deals ts-ith discipline and clause 
(3) of reflation 16 maRc- it imperative and obligatory on the Corporation to com- 
ply with those provisions before punishment other than those punishments specified 
tliercin is imposed agtinst an employee. Tire regulations, according to Mr. Iyengar 
having been framed under the .-\cr, have siatutort- effect and thes- impose statutory 
ohligriion of a mandatory namre on the appelLant Corporation in respect of the 
procedure to be adopted for taking disciplinary action. On the finding-: recorded 
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by ail the Courts^ it is clear that there has been a \dolation of clause (3) of r(^;u]a- 
tion 16j ia which case it follows that the respondent ts-as entitled to get a declara- 
tion that the order of dismissal is void and of no effect. Counsel also pointed out 
that the respondent’s sertices have been arbitrarily and mala fids terminated by 
the appellant and therefore there are sufficient circumstance for departing from 
the normal rule that a contract of personal service t\ill not be specifically enforced. 

The question as to tshen and under tvhat circumstances a relief by tray of 
declaration r^ardmg continuity of service^ after holding that an order of dismissal is 
void or ultra vires, can he givenj has been considered both in England and here. 
The leading decision of the House of Lords tvhich is generally invoked in support 
of the tdew that such a declaration can be granted is the decbion in Vine v. XaHor.al 
Dock. Labour Board^. This decision has also been referred to bj' this Court in some 
of its decisions^ to which we shall refer presently. The case before the House of 
Lords in the decision referred to above arose under the follots-ing circumstances. 
The plaintiff tras a roistered dock worker employed in the reerve pool by the 
National Dock. Labour Board under a scheme set up under the Dock "Workers (Re- 
gulation of Emplojment) Ordei. 1947. In 1948^ the National Board, approved 
the delegation of powers to disciplinart- committees set up by local boards. The 
plaintiff failed to obet* a valid order to report for wort tsath a company of stevedores 
and, in consequence, the local board instructed thdr disciplinaiy committee ro 
hear the case. The disciplinary committee, having heard the case, ^ve notice in 
■\mting to the plaintiff terminating his emplo\*ment. The plaintiff instituted the 
action claiming damages for t\Tonglul dismissal and also prayed for a declaration 
that the order of dismissal was illegal, ultra vires and inv^d. The Coiut^of first 
instance granted both damages and declaration ; but on appeal, by the Nattoj^ 
Board, the Court of appeal struck out the dedaration granted to the plaintiff. 
The plaintiff appealed to the House of Lords against the striking out of the declara- 
tion and the National Board cross-appealed against the finding that the dismissal 
■was invalid and also against the atvard of damages. The House of Lords held that 
the declaration granted by the trial judge was properly made as the order of dismis- 
sal was a nullity since the local board had no power to delegateits disciplinaiy func- 
tions. The cross-appeal filed by the National Board was dismissed, \fiscount 

Kilmuir, L.G. in considering the question r^arding the grant of declaration, observes 

at p. 943 that the discretion in granting a dedaratoiy judgment should not be exCT- 
cised save for good reason and then, summarising the reasons for granting the d^a- 
ration, states at -page 944 : ■ • 

“ First, it follows from the fact that the plaintiff’s dismissal was imulid that 
his name was never vulidly remov^fiom the roister, and he continued m the em- 
ploy of the National Board. This is an entirely different situation from ffie ordi- 
nary master and servant case. There, if the master wrongfully disimsscs the 
servant, either summarily or fay ^mg insufficient notice, the emplovmcnt is 
effectively temunated, albeit in breach of contract. Here, the removal of the 
plaintiff’s name from the register being, in law, a nullity, he continued to “p' e 
the right to he treated as a roistered dock worker wdth all ffie benefits 
by statute, that status conferrai on him. It is, therefore, right that, with the 
backgro-und of this scheme, the Court should declare his rights. ” 

At page 943, Lord Keith of Avonholm states : 

“ This is not a straightforward relationship of master and servant. Noimallv, 
and apart from the intervention of statute, there would never be a nulliy m tcr- 
imnating an ordinary contract of master and servant. Dismissal might he in 
breach of contract and so unlawful but could only sound in damages . 

Here we are concerned with a statutory scheme of employment. . . . • • 
scheme ^vcs the dock worRer a status. Unless registered, he is deprived ot tti 
opportunity of carrving on what may have been his lifelong emplovuncnt as . 
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dock ^vorker, and he has a Jf were a nuUiU', 

^SlSJr'^fSr''c3S'“the plamti|”.- in my opinion, has a clear nght to 
have tnat fact declared by the Court. ^ . i 

I, „.ffl b= noted that the Hotne f n« clMe‘;;i 

emphatized that fhc services of the servant but, on the other 

a snnple case of a master ^ of the plaintiff and whose services have 

hand, was treated as one affecl^o power to so terminate and. as such, 

been terminated by an House^of L^rds have also emphasised that due 

the order was treated as void. The j n^^ht of the dock tvorker. the 

to the intera-ention of the ^«mte which saf^r^^&en^^^ ^ 

order not being m Hoii^f Lords restored the decree of the Coim 

under those circumstances th^t h resardino’ the continuity of service of &e 

of first instance grantmg a the order, the validity of which 

plaintiff therein. It must again be emphas^^ tn^ m ^ 

was considered by the House o ^ declaration that his 

The question whether a affain came up for consideration 

employment had never hem ^ tj^at ca^e a Regional Hospital Board pass- 

in Barfiarv.AfanrfesI^rHoj^Ia/ Board . , t as a medical consultant m the 

ed an order te™tmg the plam^s^plog^^ declaration 

hospital. The pb^^^.^tougnt an atmon Maimed damag- 

that his employment had net, er b^ HismL^l The Court held that the plaintiff's 
es for breach of contract or ^er^mit and the order of ter- 

contract with the Board was In this view tlie plaintiff’s 

mination of his services ^ pg^-er been validly determined was 

Claim for a declaration that ^ ^L-irdS damages for breach of contract. It tras 
not granted; but the ^ atSien passing the order terminating his ser- 

contended onbehalf of the ,g f terms and conditions of service of 

vices the procedure bv the original hospital Board and there- 

hospital medical staff has berame effective and the plaintiff continued to 

fore the order of ten^ation n behalf of the plaintiff reliance was 

pW rn'ttTdcSiS. f - J- 

at p. 331 : thh case to the circumstances tvhich were being 

“ lam unable { j^^d the House of Lords in Vim v. National 

considered by the Court PP , ■ jj|f ^^-orki^g under a code ivhich had 
D^± Lcbour Board"-. 

stamtory powers Lords took the %-ietv that the case could not 

dealt with the case in th H ordinarv master and servant claim in svhich 

be d<^t with related solely by contract. Here, despite the 

the nguts of P‘:^ 'ittachiT-fr'’to the pkiintifTs contract. I have readied the 
Su^'^tS’^-mce it wa^an ordinary contract between master and ser- 
vant and nothing more. , . , , 

In this ^•ic•.s■ the Court finally held that the plaintiff s only remedy v.as to 
recover damages as for breadi of contract. 


t-na-y o juui.u - aPinidml Coundliors of Kuala Lumour and. by sectio: 

'wiS ^Sod Appitotion) O-rdtoucc, 1948, ,h. 

1^4dv^;hrdpo«i»dismUshta. Vno pkmtiilvv.. dL^sicd The Coup 
dnid?tirt.Hc nLaintiff had been wxongiy dhmisscd and taat his r^^y lay m : 
dlhm fo- damVe;. Tiic maintiff sought a iurthcr declaration that he Iiad a rirnt 
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to continue in emplojnnent notmthstanding the order of dismissal. Rejecting this 
claim the Privy Council observed, at page 637 : 

“ In their Lordships’ viesv, when there has been a piuported termination of a 
contract of service a declaration to the effect that tlie contract of service still sub- 
sists rvill rarely be made. This is a consequence of the general principle of Jaw 
that the Courts -aill not grant specific performance of contracts of service. Special 
circumstances rvill be required before such a declaration is made and its making 
will normally be in the discretion of tire Court. In their Lordships’ view tlrcrc 
are no circumstances in the present case which tvould mahe it either just or proper 
to make such a declaration. ” 

The Privy Council distinguished the particular circumstances that existed before 
the House of Lords in I7ne’r care* and finally held at page 638. 

“ In their Lordships’ vieiv the circumstances of the present case are not com- 
parable -with those in Vine’s case*, and are not such as to make it appropriate to 
give a declaratory judgment in the manner contended for on behalf of the appel- 
lant. The appellant’s employment must be treated as having in fact come to 
an end on 1st Octoberl937 and the appellant’s remedy lay in a claim for damages.” 

From a review of the English decisions, referred to above, the position emerges 
as follows : The latv relating to master and servant is clear. A contract of personal 
service will not be enforced by an order for specific performance nor will it be open 
for a servant to refuse to accept the repudiation of a contract of service by' his master 
and say that the contract has never been terminated. The remedy of the employee 
is a claim for damages for tvrongful dismissal or for breach of contract. This is the 
normal rule and that was applied in Barbafs case- and Francis' case^. But, tvhen a 
statutory status is given to an employ'^ and there has been a violation of the provi- 
sions of the statute avhile terminating the services of such an employee, the latter 
sv'ill be eligible to get the relief of a declaration that the order is null and void and 
that he continuej to be in service, as it wiU not then be a mere case of a master ter- 
minating the services of a servant. This was the position in Vine’s case 

The question has also been considered by this Court in certain decisions, to 
which we w!l immed ately refer. In Dr. S. B. Dull v. Unirersily of Delhi*, this Court 
had to consider the legality' of an award directing that an order of dismissal tvas 
ultra vires, mala fide and of no effect and that the appellant in that case continued to 
he a Professor of the University. The appellant. Dr. Dutt. who was a Professor 
in the University of Delhi, rvas dismissed from seiadce by' the latter. He referred the 
dispute regarding his dismissal and certain other disputes to arbitration, imdcr sec- 
tion 45 of the Delhi University Act. An award was made which decided that the 
appellant’s “ dbmissal was ultra vires, mala fide, and has no effect on his status. He 
still continues to be a professor of the University ”. The said arvard was made a 
rule of Court by the Subordinate Judge of Delhi.Thc University of Delhi challeng- 
ed this decision on appeal and the Punjab High Court, ivhich i ltimatcJy heard the 
appeal, set asid • the award on the ground that such a d- claration amounted to speci- 
fic enforceme.at of a contract of personal service forbidden by section 21 of the Speci- 
fic Relief Act and therefore disclosed an error on the face ofthca^■.■ard. On appeal, 
this Court, agreeing with the reasoning of the High Court ob-erved at page 1242: 

“ There is no doubt that a contract of personal service cannot be specifically 
enforced. Section 21, clause (i) of the Specific Relief .Act, 1877, and the second 
illustration under this clause given in the section make it so clear that further ela- 
boration of the point is not required. It seems to us tliat the present award docs 
purport to enforce a contract of personal serv'ice when it states that the di; missal 
of the appellant “has no effect on his status” and ‘ He still continues to be a 
Professor of the University'’. IVhen a decree is passed according to the award 
^^•hich if the award is tmexceptionablc, has to be done under section 1 7 of tlic Arbi- 
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cepted by the Court was that the order terminating their services was a nuUit)- as it 
had not been effected in terms of the statute. In our opinionj thereforCj this deci- 
sion does not support the contention of the respondent. 

Mr. Iyengar referred us also to the decision of this Court in The State of Uttar 
Pradesh v. Babti Ram Upadhyad, but that decision need not detain us because that deals 
with a member of the public service who has been given protection imder the Consti- 
tution. Such cases stand apart. 

Mi'. Iyengar referred us to a decision of a learned Single judge of the Gujarat 
High Court reported as Tata Chemicals Ltd. v. Kailash^. The question that arose for 
consideration was regarding the validity of an order of dismissal by an employer of 
an employee contrary to the standing orders. The learned Judge has expressai the 
view that a breach of the standing orders constitutes a breach of a statutory provi- 
sion and therefore the order of dismissal is a nullity. It is not necessars’ for us to 
consider the correctness of that decision because die dispute between the parties in 
that case arose under Industrial Law and we have already pointed out that one of 
the exceptions to the Common Law is under Industrial Law where Labour and 
Industrial Tribimals have jurisdiction to compel an employer to employ a 
ivorker whom he does not desire to employ. 

Having due regard to the principles discussed above, ive are of opinion that 
the High Court was not justified in granting the declaration that the order dated 
10th March, 1964 dismissing the respondent from service is ««f/and void and thathc 
is entitled to be reinstated in service trith full pay and other emoluments. As pointed 
out by us, the regulations are made under the poiver reserved to tlie Corporation 
under section 54 of the Act. No doubt they lay down the terms and condition' 
of relationship bettveen the Corporation and its employees. An order made in 
breach of the regulations would be contrary to such terms and conditions, but 
would not be in breach of any statutory obli^tion, as ivas the position tvhich thi' 
Court had to deal -with in the Life Insurance Corporation case^. In the instant case, 
a breach has been co mmi tted by the appellant of regulation 16 (3) tvhen passing 
the said order of dismissal, inasmuch as the procedure indicated therein has not 
been followed. The Act does not guarantee any statutory status to the respondent, 
nor does it impose any obligation on the appellant in such matters. As to whether 
the rules framed under section 52 deal with any such matters, does not arise for 
consideration in this case as the respondent has not placed any reliance on the 
rules and he has rested his case only on regulation 16 [3). It is not in dispute 
that, in this case, the authority svho can pass an order of dismissal has passed the 
same. Under those circumstances a violation of regulation 16 (3), as alleged and 
established in this case, can only result in the order of dismissal being held to be 
ssTongful and, in consequence, making the appellant liable for damages. But the 
said order cannot be held to be one which has not terminated tire service, albeit 
wrongfully, or which entitles the respondent to ignore it and ask for being treated 
as still in service. IVc are not concerned with tlie question of damage^, because 
no such claim has been made by the respondent in these proceedings. 

In this view, the judgment and the decree of tlic High Court, in so far as 
declarc that the order dated lOtli March, 1964, is null and veld and that the rC'- 
pondent continues to be in tlie sertdcc of the appellant, are set aside and this appeal 
allowed, to that extent. In the circumstances of the case, there tvill no order r.' 
to costs. 

S. V. J. Appeal partly allowed. 


1. (1961) 2 S.CR. 679. 

2 . A.I.R. 1964 Gjj. 265. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Cml Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — Y. Bhargava and K.S. Hegde, jj. 

Sham Lal and others . . Appellants* 

V. 

Amar Natli and others .. Respondents. 

Hindu Law — Mithakshara School — Stridhana properly of a Hindu woman — Daughters of a 

predeceased son whether entitled to succeed. 

Hindu IVomen’s Righb to Property Act (XIYII of 1937) — Applicability of. 

It is no^\■ well settled that stridhana of a Hindu ^s•oman governed by Mitabsliara 
passes in the order mentioned in Mitakshra and the children of the deceased 
woman do not take the same as a body either jointly or as tenants-in-common, 
only the heir belonging to a class take the properties as tenants-in-common. 

In the matter of succession to stridhana, propinquity wzs not considered by 
the law ^vers as the sole or even the principal test, othenvise there is no justifi- 
cation fo^a daughter’s daughter or a daughter’s son to succeed to the estate of a 
^v•oman in preference to her son. It is true diat it is not easy to find out the reason 
behind the rules relating to succession to stridhana. But that is equally true 
of many other branches of our family laws. These contradictions are inevitable 
in socio -religious matters particularly when our social la\^-s tvere controlled by 
our religious beliefs and bur law gh'ers were our religious preceptors. It is for 
the Legislatures to step in and bring about harmony between tlie society and the 
laws governing it. That is "why our parliament enacted several statutes in 1955 
to amend tlie Hindu law in various inspects. 

Tire exprffision son’s son does not include son’s daughter as according to the 
rules of interpretation the masculine includes tlie faminine. That rule of inter- 
pretation is inapplicable in the present case as daughters’ daughter succeeds to 
die stridhana in preference to daughter’s son. The order of succession prescribed 
clearly rules out the application of that rule of interpretation. 

Hindu 'Woman’s Right to Property- -A.ct, 1937, applies only to the separate 
property left by a Hindu male. It does not apply either to the coparcenaity 
propertj' or to die property of a Hindu female. 

Held, Daughter’s of a predeceased son of a Hindu woman are not entided 
to succeed to her stridhana. 

Appeals from the Judgment and Decree dated the 30th May, 1963 of the 
Punjab High Court in Regular First Appeal No, 105 of 1957. 

.■■I. iv. 5fr:, Senior Advocate (RiT. Agganeaf, Advocate with him), for Appel- 
lants (In C.-‘\. No. 1954 of 1966) and Respondents Nos. 5, 6, 8 and 9 (In C. A. 
No. 1955 of 19*55). 

Bishan Xarain, Senior -A.dvocate (J5. P. Maheshzcari and R. IC. Gupta, Advocates 
with him), for Appellants (In C..A.. No. 1955 of 1966) and Respondents. Nos. 2 to fi 
(In C..A.. No. 1954 of 1966). 

Sarjeo Prasad, Senior Advocate {M. Ramtshwar Prasad and AD). Mathur, Advo- 
cates is-idi him), for Rcqiondcnt No. 1 (In bodi the Appeals). 

S.M. Jain, .■\dvocatc, for Respondents Nos. 13 (i) to 13 (zr) (In C.A. No. 1954 
of 1966) and Respondents Nos. 12 (i) to 12 (iv) (In C.A. No. 1955 of 1966). 

Tiic Judgment of the Court is-as delivered by 

Hegde, J. — Tlic question of laiv diat .arises for decision in these appeals by 
certificate is whether tlie daughters of a predeceased son of a Hindu woman arc 
entitled to succeed to her stridhana ? The trial Court answered the question in 
the affirmative but tlm High Court in appeal came to the conclusion that tlicv arc 
not entitled .0 succeed to the estate in question. 

Tiic material facts of tlzis case arc few. For a proper imdcrstanding of the 
ficts of tlic case, it itill be convenient to have before us the admitted pedigree of 
the family. It is as follows: 


•C As. Nos. 1954 and 1955 of 1966. 


- 17th September, 1969. 
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• THE.'SUFEEliE ' COtJRT/JdURis'Ai; ' 


' Shri S66I Oiand . 


1 

i ! 

. 1 

Tulsi Ram 

! ! 

Patu Ram Behair La! 

'•Hira La! 


Amar Isaih 
(Raintiff) 


Mst. Eaiji 


Parhiad'Rai-.' ■ • - 
' - • 

Shri, Kishan 
(defendant No. 7) ' 
widow Chainpa- 
de%i (defendant - ' t 
No. S).v . /, 

‘ ' ' 1 


5 . . ; 




• Mopl’ Mchar!-.-Bindiabari 
■ Caznd .'- -iLal; ■■^-■ (dkd 
(died. ■ '■ ;i : ' i?5ueless) .■ 

issue- ■ - Ram'^ 
less)' "'"Sarup"* ' '' 

' .-'. ...(adopted-' 

■ 'r ■sea def-\, - ; ; 

. ’endant-lO). .... 


■ Nathu 
-Ram- 

-Shamlai 

(defen- 

dant'9 

adopted). 


■ i 

Jugal -Kishore 
Mst; Bindri -widosv 
dead. 


■ Roshah. ' 
LaJ ^ 
(dead):. 


iRadha KisHa-n- 
Mst.'DaJdlan ■ 
(defendaht €)'.■ 


i 


i -r-: 

'"Sh'eela Ilia-',' 

-(defen-- ’ (defen-' 
dant No;.3 ' ■—dani-''' 
daughter).. T No. 2 - 

daughter). . daugbter). 


‘ .Ciiainteh' . .Balwanti 
"(defen'’ -r (daughter 
'daht ' i 
::.No..l.,> 






• ,Suresh 
^ . , Chand . . : 
-(defendant '4.)’ 


-r-.- 

ij-;:; n \-6 ; 


-■ ■■•I 

. Sardha ' 
■ (defen- 
dant. 5)., 


ii 

i. 


21 :: 

Kidar Nath , 


Murari liJ 
(defendant 
No. n 
■ adopted). 


Ram Chander 


/..C -! i 

Shco Parshad . :: 




Basant " 
Lai 

,.:Raghbir . 
, Singh - 
• (adopted 
'son—- -. 
defendant 
. No. 15.) 


.,r| . 

Rameshwar 
DaSs - " 

•-.(defendant 
No.. 1 6) - 

;■ - j ■; '■ 


.Jagdish 
‘(defen-" 
. dant. ' 
No. 17) 


'Nand' Kishore- 


I 


Maman Chand . , Manphul Sber Singh 

, (defendant Singh - , (defendant 
No.- 14). (defen- No. 13). 

_ dant 12). 
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Tiie finding of the trial Court that tiie suit properties are the stridhana pro- 
perties of Barji \ras not contested before tlie High Court, In tlib Court at one 
stage a feeble attempt was made on behalf of the appellants to contest that finding. 
We did not permit mat finding to be challenged as the same had not been challeng- 
ed before the High Court. Therefore ue proceed on die basis of that finding. 
Barji died in September, 1950. Her husband Patu Ram had predeceased her. 
It appears that he died sometime in 1904. Patu Ram’s father Bool Chand as well av 
Patu Ram’s brothers Tulsi Ram, Beliari Lai and Hira Lai had predeceased Barji. 
Patu Ram and Barji had a son br some jugal Kishore who had predeceased Patu 
Ram leaving behind him his teidose Bindri who died in 1 93 1 . They had no children. 
Radha Kishan, the adopted son of Patu Ram and Barji died about 20 years before 
the dartli of Barji leaving behind him his widow, defendant No. 6. Radha Kishan 
had five children including defendants Nos. 1 to 3 through another wife. His son 
Roshanlal had died a few months before the death ofBarji. " His daughter Balwanti 
had predeceased Barji leaving behind her children defendants 4 and 5. Tulsi 
Ram’s son Prahlad Rai had also predeceased Barji leaving bdiindliis widow defen- 
dant No. 8, and son defendant No. 7. By the t me succession to the estate ofBarji 
opened all the children of Behari Lai and Hiralal had died but some of them had 
children and grand children, as seen from die pedigree. After the deadi of Barji, 
her properties came to the possession of defendant No. 6. Defendant No. 1 sued 
for the possession of diosc properties oh the ground that she' had her sisters are 

S referential heirs to the deceased Barji. To that suit she did not make Amar 
fath, the plaintiff in the present suit, a party. Amar Nadi’s applicadon for being 
impleaded as a partv in that suit was opposed by die 1st defendant afid die said 
application uus ultimately rejected by the Court. The dispute in that suit ^^'as 
referred to arbitration. The arbitrators upheld the claim of defendants Nos. I 
to 3. Thereafter die present suit was brought.' In die High Court as well as in 
the trial Court there t\as a triangular contest. The plaintiff claimed that he wa*- 
exclusively entided to die suit properties, defendants Nos. 1 to 3 claimed that die\' 
arc die nearest heirs to Barji ; some of the odier defendants contended that dicy 
succeeded to the suit properties as co-tenants with the plaintiff. In tiiis Court all 
the conte-ting defendants sail together. As mentioned earlier, the trial Court 
accepted the claim of defendants Nos. I to 3 but - die High Court held that the 
plaintiff svas exclusively entided to the suit properties, he being the nearest heir to 
tlic dcce.ascd. That finding is contested both by defendants No's. 1 to 3 as well 
as by die other contesting defendants . That is how the aforementioned tis o appeals 
came to be filed. 

In arriving at its finding the High Court relied on the rules of succession found 
in paragraph 147 of MuUa’s principles of Hindu Law (13th Edn.). It came to the 
conclusion that diose rules arc exhaustive. On the b.asis of those rules, it ruled that 
defendants Nos. 1 to 3 were not entitled to succeed to the estate ofBarji. So far 
as the odicr defendants arc concerned it rejected their claim on the ground that as 
between the plaintiff and themselves the former is a preferential heir as he is the 
nearest in degree to B.arji. 

It is the admitted case of die parties diat die properties in question are not 
shuILa and tliat Barji was married in one of the approved forms. Therefore while 
pronouncing on the competing claims nradc in this case, we must be guided by the 
order ofsucccssion prescribed in paragraph 147, if die same is correct and exhaus- 
tive. Paragraph 147 says : 

■' Stridhana other than shtU.c passes in the follosring order : 

(1) uanrirricd daughter ; 

(2) married daughter who b unpnrvidcd for ; 

(3) married daugiitcr ivho is provided for ; 

(4) dauglitcr's daughter ; , , 

(5) daughter’s son ; 
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(6) son; 

(7) son’s son ; 

If there be none of these, in other v.-ords, if the v.'oiran dies vdthout learag 
any issue, her stridhana, if she avas married in an approrv^ form, goes to her 
husband, and after him, to the husband’s heirs in order of their succession to him; 
on iailure of the husband’s heirs, it goes to her blood relations in preference to 
the Government. But if she vas married in an unapproved from, it goes to her 
mother, then to her frther, and then to the fether’s heirs and then to thehus- 
band’s heirs in preference to the Government.” 

The legal position is^stated in identical terms in hfayne’s treatise on Hindu 
(Eleventh Edn.— Paragraph 623, pages 744 to 746) as well as in the other text 
books on Hindu Law rdferred to at the time of the hearing. At this stage it ma> be 
mentioned that the correctness of the order of succession mentioned in paragraph 
147 till we come to item No. 7 (son’s son) was not challenged. The same is well 
settled by decided cases. It is not necessary to refer to those cases. The only 
contention advanced on behalf of some of the defendants is that after son’s som 
come son’s daughters. Altemath'ely it ss-as contended that the esmression ‘‘son's 
son ” includes “ son’s daughter.” IVe have to see whether these contentioris are 
well founded. 

The rules relating to succession to stridhana enunciated in the test books are 
based on Yajnyavalcya’s test “her Idnsmen take it, if she die vdthont issue. ’ 
This statement is elaborated by Vijnyanests'ara in ^Ctakshara. The releti'ant 
portions thereof as translated by H. T. Golebrooke are found in pladta 8, 9, 10 and 
11 in Section II of his book “ \Ctakshara.” They read as follows : 

“ 8. A woman’s property has been thus described. The author next pro* 
poimds the distribution of it : “ Her idnsmen take it, if she die vdthout ' 

9. If a woman die “uithout issue” that is leaving no progeny ; in other 
W'ords, havingno daughter, nor daughter’s daughter, nordaught^s son, nor son, 
nor son’s son ; the svoman’s property, as above described shall be taken by her 
kinsmen ; namel)* her husband and the rest, as s’.ill be (forthwith) explained. 

10- The kinsmen have been declared generally to be competent to succeed 
to a ‘woman.’s property. The author now distingaishes dificrent heirs according 
to the diversity of the marriage ceremoni«. “ The propertj' of a childless woman, 
married in the form denominated Brahma, or in any of the four (unblamed roodcs 
of marriage), goes to her husband : but, if she leave progeny, it sdll go to hCT 
(daughter’s) daughters : and, in other forms of marriage (as the Asura £; c.), 
it goes to her father (and mother, on failure of her ossm issue). 

11. Of a v.-oman dying without issue as before stated, and v.’ho bad become a 
wife by any of the four modes of marriage denominated Brahma, Dann, 
Arsha and Prajapatya, the (ss'hole) property', as before described, belongs in me 
first place to her husband. On failure of him, it goes to his nearest fcinsmm 
(sapindas) allied by funeral oblations. But, in the other forms of marriage cabed 
Asura, Gmdharba, Raeshasa and Paisacha ; the property of a childless woman 
goes to her parents, diat is, to her frther and mother. The succession d_cvoh« 
first (and the r^soa has been before erolained) on the modicr, who is 
exhibited (first) in the ellepdcal pitrigami implying ‘goes (gacli ‘had bo both 
parents pitarau) ; that is to the mother and to* the father.’ On failure of them. 
their next of Mb take the succession. 

These passages have reedved interpretadon at the hands of the judic^J 
Committee as wdl as the High Courts in India and the law- is now' settled as 
mode of succession to stridhana under IiGtakshara until wo reach ion’s son. The 
controversy now is as to who should succeed to such an estate if none of the kens 
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mentioned in items Nos. 1 to 7 in paragraph 147 of Mulla’s Hindu Law are in 
■existence at the time of the death of the woman concerned. 

Mr. A.K. Sen, learned Counsel for some of the defendants contested the correct- 
ness of Golebrooke’s trans ation in certain respects. He wanted us to examine the 
original text to find out whether the translation found in placita 9 is correct ? 
The parties did not place before us either an admitted translation of the original 
•text or even an official translation. Golebrooke is a distinguished oriental scholar. 
The Judicial Committee as well as the various High Courts in this country have 
relied on his translation of Mitakshra in dealing with the question of inheritance. 
Jogendra Nath Bhattacharya in his commentary on Hindu Latv (2nd Edn.) deals 
s\nth the order of succession imder Mitakshra to stridhana in Chapter of that 
•Book. His translation of the relevant commentaries accords, snth those made by 
Golebrooke. To the same effect is the opinion expressed by Justice ChandavarKar 
in Bhlmachaxya Bin Vcnkappacharya v. Ramcharya Bin Bhmcharya^. Hence \ve are 
unable to agree tvith Mr. Sen that Colebrooke’s translation does not bring out 
accurately the meaning of the relevant passages inMitakshara. Golebrooke inhis 
Book ‘Mita’eshara’ published in 1869 sets out the order of succession to a woman’s 
stridhana properties at page 158 thus : 


Maiden daughter . . 1 

Unendowed married daughter ..2 

Endowed married daughter ..3 

Daughter’s daughter . . 4 

Daughter’s son . .5 

Son . . 6 

Grandson . . 7 

Husband . .8 


If the contention of defendants is correct then son’s daughter and not husband 
should have come after the grandson. But that is not the case. 

Mr. Bishan Narain, learned Counsel for dcf<mdants Nos. 1 to 3 contended that 
the list given in Mitakshara is only illustrative and not exhaustive. He urged that 
'Yajnyawalcya had stated that “ a woman’s property svould devolve on her k nsmen 
if she died svnthout issue” which means that it would dea'^olve on her progeny svhich 
■expression includes son’s daughter as well. In this connection he also relied on 
Vijnyaneswara’s commentary stating that the expression ‘ without issue’ found in 
Yajnyawalcya text means “ leaving no progeny.” On the basis of these state- 
ments he contended that even according to Vijnyanestvara, the deceased women’s 
progeny ss-ould taKc her stridhana in preference to licr kinsmen including her hus- 
Band. On the basis of this premise he proceeded to argue that the other words 
used in placita 9 “having no daughter nor daughter’s daughter nor daughter’s 
son nor son nor son’s son” should be understood as merely being illustrations of 
the ^\•ord “ progeny.” This contention is opposed to the commentaries by Narada, 
Gautama and tlic Later commentators. More than that it runs coimlcr to the dcci-^ 
sions rendered by die JudicLal Committee and the various High Courts during the 
last over a century. It is now rvcll settled that stridhana of a Hindu svoman govem- 
■cd by Mitakshara passe; in tlie order mentioned in Mitaksltara and the children of 
the decca'cd woman do not take the same a.s body either jointly or as tenants in 
■common. Only the heirs belonging to a class take the piopcrtie; as tenants in 
common. 

Mr. Bishan Narain next contended that under Mitakshra propinquity is the 
text of inheritance. Therefore there is no reason why the deceased tvoman’s 
liusband's brodter’s son should take dtc propcrtic; in preference to her son’s daugh- 


1. (1909) IJ_R. 33 Bom. 451 
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ters. 'We do. not thinl: that in the matter. of successioh tO/Stridhana propinquity' 
■was considered by the law givers as the sole or even the principal te.t, oUiends 
there is no Justification for a daughter's daughter or a daughter’s son to succeed 
to the estat - of a w oman in preference'to her son: ''If is true that it is not easy to 
find out the reason behind therules relating to succession' to stridliana. But that 
is equally true of many other branches of our family jaws. These contradiction' 
are mevdtable in socio-religious matters particularlysviien our social lawsw'cre con- 
trolled by our religious beliefs and our law givers svere our religious preceptors 
It is for the Legislatures to step in and bring about harmony between the-'scciew 
and the laws governing it. That? is tAyfour Pariiament enacted several statute' 
in 1955 to amend the Hindu Law m various r^ects. ~ 


AVe are unable to accqit the contention of Mr; Bishan Narain ■ that the e^re.- 
sion son’s son includes son’s daughter as according to therules ofinteipretationthe 
masculine includes the feminine. That rule of inteipretation is inapplicable in 
the present case as daughter’s daughter succeeds to the stridhrna in preference to 
daughter’s son. - The order of succession prescribed clearly ruler out the apphea- 
tion of that rule -of inteipretatiop. ' ' " ’ 


hlr. Sen in support of his contention that on a true interpretation of the rele- 
vant passages in ' hlitat'hra’j defendants Nos. 1 to 3 are preferential heirs to decea- 
sed Baijij relied on certain passages in some of the-decided -ca'cs. 'First he referred 
to the decision of the Patna High Ckjurt in Kumar RagTicrb Surendra Sahi v. Babui 
Lachmi Kuer'. Therein the dispute related to the succession to tlie- properties left 
by a maiden and not by a married tv oman. The rules relating to the succ&sion 
to the stridhana of a deceased maiden are wholly difierent from tho'C relating to 
succe-sion to the stridhana of a married woman. Therefore the ob'ert'ations Jtude 
in regard to those rules have no relettancefor our present purpose. He next invited 
our attention to certain passages in the decision of the Judicial Committee m JBci 
Kesserbai v. Hirnsraj Morarji and another- Therein the diqiute t^as between Bai 
Kesserbai the surtdving cc-tvidotv of the deceased Bachubai’s husband Horcji 
Haridass, Huusraj Morarji the separated nephew of Koreji, being the jon of hi' 
eldest brother, avho predeceased Bachubai and'Bai Moghibai, the widow' of a 
younger brother ofrELoreji named Ranch'ordass Handass. The question for consi- 
deration by the Judicial Committee was as to the true scope oLthc latter part of 
the placita 9 in Colefaroohe’s Mitaksfara which 5aj s,‘‘ if a w oman die witliout isme. 

that isj leaving no progeny. .the woman’s property shall be u^cn 

fay her kinsmen namely her husband and the rest as will befortliwitli csplamecL 
Thefr Lordships observed that there can be no reasonable doubt that according to 
Alitakshara definition of sapinda,. liusband and wife arc sapindas to each 
and the co-widow' of the husband of the deceased was the jicarcsi sapinda of the 
deceased woman’s husband and hence cmtitlcd to succeed to tlie estate in qucjtion- 
This decision again does 'not bear on the point under consideration. 


Lastly Mr. Sen contended that in'view of the Hindu IVom'^n's Right' to 
Property Acn (X^TII of 1937), it must beheld that defendants 1 to 3 are nearer 
heirs to the deceased than the pLaintifi'. TJiis contention was negr.trv'cd by the High 
Court on the basis of the rule laid down by this Court in Anr^gouda Keihgouda Pald'< ^ 
Court of Wards and another^j •wherein this Court dealing ivith Act II of 1929 obseii cd- 

“ The question is whether die prervisions of this Act can at all be invcLcd to 
determine the heirs of a Hindu female in ropc^ct of her stridlian prepay. "Kif 
object of the Act as stated in the preamble is to alter the order in wlu'ch ccriau* 
heirs of a Hindu male dj'ing intc-tatc arc caltitlcd to succeed to iiis C'tatc : anc 
section 1 (2) expressly lav;, down that “ the Act applies only to pcr'Onv tyli' 
but for the passing of this Act would have been subject to <hc Law of hlitak'hr.rr 
, in respect ofthc provLion' licrcin enacted, and it applies to sucli per-ons in icspcct 

‘ 1. IX.R. PaL IS-' - _ _ _3. (l95Zi S OR. JlOS : (195Z1 S CJ- 

2. L.R. (19C6) 33 1 A. 176 ' 16 M.LJ. 446. (19523 I M.LJ. 414. 
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only* of the property of miles not held in coparcenary and not disposed ofby svill." 
Tnus tire scope of the Act is limited. It governs succession only to llie separate 
property of a Hindu male tvho die^ inte.tate. It does not alter the law as regards 
the devolution of any other Idnd of property owned by a Hindu male and does 
not purport to regulate succession to the property of a. Hindu female at aU. It 
is to be noted that the Act does not make the^e four relations statutory heirs 
under the hlitak>hra Law under all circum tances and for all purposes; it makes 
them heirs nnly when the propositus ds' a male and the property in respect to 
which it is sought to be applied in his separate property.'’ 

Sim'tlar avould be the position under the Hindu ^Vbman’s Right to Property^ 
Act, 1937. Section 3 (1) of that Act which provides for the deanlution of the 
property reads thus : 

l\Tien a Hindu governed by the Dayabhaga School of Hmdu ^Law <^es 
intestate leaving any property, and avhen a Hindu governed by any other school 
of Hindu Law or by customary law dies inteslhte leaving separate property his 
widow or if there is more than one widow a.!l his w dows together shall, subject 
to the provisions of sub-section (3) be entided in reject of property in respect of 
which he dies intestate to the same share.as a *$on-;c ” 

From this provision ft is clear that Hindu Woman’s Right to Property- Act, 
1937 applies only to the separate property left by a Hindu male. It do« not 
apply either to the coparcenary property' or to tlie property' of a Hindu female. 

For the reasons mentior ed above the-e appeak fail and they' are dismissed 
tsith costs — advocates* fee one set. 

S V.J. , Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Gvil Appellate Jurisdiedem.) _ 

Present : — K. S. Hegdeant) A. N. Rav, JJ.~ 

OmPrakash'’ , - ' - — Appellant^ 

Lalchand and another * ... Respondents. 

Representation of the People Act {XLUf ^1951), S. 123 (i)~Effc;ct — Scope of. 

The gist oE the offence under sub-section (1) of section 123 of the Act 
is that Ihere has to be a cifr by a candidate of his agent or by any other per- 
sons with the consent of a candidate or his election agent of'anyr gratiffcation, 
to any person with the object of inducing- a person to stand or not to stand 
as a candidate at the election. The elements required to constitute an offence 
are first, that the gift has to be by a candidate or his agent or by any other 
person. Secondly, the gift is to with the consent of the candidate or his 
agent and the third important element is that the gratification is to be made 
with the object, dir^y or indirectly, of inducing a person to stand or net 
to stand in the election. (On facts held, that the offence under sub-section (!'. 
ci section 123 has not been made out. 

The four elements in sub-secdon (4) arc, first, that there has to be a public- 
ation by' the candidate or his agent or by any other person with the consent 
of the candidate of any statement of fact. Tlie second clement is that the 
s*.atcment of fact is false and a candidate or his agent or any other persons 
either believes it to be false or does not beh'eve be true. Thirdly, the publi- 
cation is in relation to the personal character and ccr.duct of any candidate, 
^ounhiy. the siaieraeat is reasonably calculated to prejudice the prefects- of 
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that candidates election (on facts held), that the Respondent is guilty of 
corrupt practice under section 123 .4 of the Act. 

Appeal under section 116-A of the Representation of the People Act, i95i 
from the judgment and Order, dated .the 19th November, 1968 of the Punjab 
and Haryana High Court in Election Petition No. 14 of 1968. 

B. L. Sibal, Senior Advocate, {Ram Samp, S. C. Malianta, K. C- Sltarma and 
J. C. Tahvar, Advocates, with him), for Appellant. 

Namit Lai, Advocate, for Respondent No. 1. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Ray, J . — ^This is an appeal against the judgment and order dated 19th Novem- 
ber, 1968 of the High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh dismissing 
the election petition of the appellant. 

The appellant contested the Assembly seat from Ehenabad Constituency in 
the District of Hissar in the mid-term election held in May, 1968. The appel- 
lant challenged the election of Lalchand, the first respondent. The other 
defeated candidate in the election was the second respondent Prithvi Raj . The 
appellant obtained 15,485 votes. The successful candidate Lalchand secured 
20,816 votes and Prithvi Raj obtained 5,276 votes. The polling was on 14th 
May, 1968. The results were announced on 16th May, 1968. 

At the hearing of the appeal Counsel on behalf of the appellant canvassed 
three grounds. First, that the poster being Exhibit P.W. Ijl was against tiie 
personal character of the appellant and therefore constituted a corrupt practice 
within the meaning of sub-section (4) of stetion 123 of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the Act). Secondl}', the religious 
head Sat Guru Jagjit Singh of the Namdhari sect issu^ an appeal and a farman 
and thereby the provisions contained in sub-section (2) of setiion 123 of the Act 
are attracted. Thirdly, the respondent Lalchand is guilty of corrupt practice of 
bribery by having given Rs, 20,000 in cash to Prithvi Raj to contest the election. 

I shall at the outset deal with the second and the third grounds. Counsel 
on behalf of the appellant pressed allegations contained in sub-paragraphs (i) 
and of paragraph 10 of the petition which were to the effect that Sat Guru 
Jagjit Singh issued a farman, on or about 20th April, 1968 to the diect that it 
was the Guru’s desire that all followers should oppose the appellant who was the 
son of Choudhury Devi Lai, an enemy of Namdhari Guru. Further, if any of 
the folTowers did not obey the farman they would stand ex-communicated and 
their ‘Prasad’ would not be accepted in the Gurdwaras and that they would be 
spiritually censured by naming them as tractors of Dharma and befaJIen presons 
in Sabha’s of Namdharis. In sub-paragraph [dj of paragraph 10 of the petition 
it was alleged that on 21st April, 1968, the followers of Namdhari sect were ^1- 
ed to Sant Nagar where a big Dmvan of Namdharis was convened and Sat Guru 
Jagjit Singh made a speech there that he had taken a vow to defeat the appellant 
because he was the son of Choudhury De\i Lai whose family was an avowed 
enemy of Namdhari sect and that it should be treated as a vow by every Nam- 
dhari. 

The respondent Lalchand denied that there was any meeting and further 
denied that there was any farman. 

The appellant, it may be stated, did not adduce any documentary evidence 
in support of the allf^ations. The appellant’s entire case was based on oral 
evidence. The appellant relied on the oral testimony of P.W. 29 and P.W- 
30. P.W. 29 Ram Dayal w’as formerly’ a member of the Punjab Legislative 
Assembly. Ram Dayal was formerly a member of the Congress Committee.. 
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Hs resisned from lite Congress and contested the seat as an independent candi- 
date against Choudhury Lai and won the election in the year 1957. An 
election petition was filed by Choudhury Devi Lai against the witness Ram 
Daj-al. Ram Dayal was ev'entuaUy unseated as a result of the decision of this 
Court. The witness Ram Dayal helped the respondent Lalchand in the elec- 
tion of 1967 and also in the mid-term elartion in the month of May, 196S . The 
witness JRam Dayal spoke of the Sat Guru Mabaraj baying exhorted the Nam- 
dhans to vote for Lalchand and warned them about the consequences if they fail- 
ed to do so. The witness also spoke of the meeting at Rania village on 28th 
April, 1968. It is indeed strange and significant that Ram Dayal who support- 
ed respondent Lalchand and also attended meetings on his behalf came and gave 
evidence in favour of the appellant about the utterances of Sat Guru Jagjit Singh 
of the Namdhari sect. It is extremdy unsafe and haaardous to rely on the un- 
corroborated and isolated oral testimony of such a person. 

P.W. 30 Parma Nand Sharma spoke of the meeting at Sant Nagar on 21st 
April, 1968 and said that Guru Jagjit Singh spoke at the meeting and proclaimed 
that it was the duty of every Namdhari to vote for respondent Lalchand and any 
one who violated the said Guru’s direction would be ex-communicated from the 
Fanth. In cross-examination the witness Parma Nand Sharma said that he came 
to give evidence in favour of the Congress because he was summoned to appear 
as a witness and therefore he spoke the truth. It is obvious that when one 
speaks truth one does not proclaim it. It is obvious that the witness in view 
of his antecedents vranted to sound truthful because he came forward to give 
evidence in favour of the appellant. 

On behalf of the appellant reliance was placed on Exhibit P.'VS\ 242 to 
show that there was a meeting on 2Ist April. 1968 . The appellant relied on the 
diarv entry of Gurbhajan Singh being Exhibit P.W. 24|2 bearing the date 2N* 
April, 1968 in support of the ojntenrion that there was intrinsic evidence in the 
diary’ entry, that there was a meeting on 21st April, 1968 where Sat Guru Jagjit 
Sin^ spoke, and the said entry is in the following terms: — 

Di war was recited at Sh. Jiwan Nagar. He (Sant Sahiba Singh) 
remained there for the wLoIe day. He listened for some time difiiculties 
the Singhs who had collected there from outside, at 7 ^. m. he appeared before 
the Sadh Sangat assembled at Muharanwali Dharamsala Santnagar and inaoc 
an appeal to Ae audience to cast their votes in favour of Ch. Lalchand inde- 
pendent candidate of Ellenabad Constituency and return him as successful 
candidate. Then he came back to Jiwan Nagar.” 

The diarv- entrv’ is to the effect that the Sat Guru Jagjit Singh appeared before 
the Sant Nagar Assembly. The diarv- enti>- does not mention about any alleged 
utterance by Sat Guru Jagjit Singh at the said meeting. 

Exhibits P.W. 24'! and P.W'. 24-2 are two pamphlets containing articles. 
Counsel for the appellant relied on the pamphlets to prove that the meetins 
was held where Sat Guru Jagjit Singh spoke. Both the articles were published 
the election had been held on 16 May, 1968. These articles suffer from 
the vice of coming into existence under deliberate motive. We are unable 
to accept the oral evidence that there was any meeting on 21 .April, 1968 as 
alleged by the appellant and that Sat Guru Jagjit Singh spoke at the meeting, 
to cast votes in favour of respondent Lalchand under threat of divine displeasure 
and spiritual censure. 

Counsel on behalf of the appellant contended that respondent Lalchand 
w-as guilty of offences under section 123 (1) of the Act bv* having given Rs. 20.003 
in cash to respondent Prithvi Raj to contest the election. There is no dcca- 
mcntary evidence in support of the allegation. The oral evidence is that of P.W.. 
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.11, P.W. il2 and P.W,. 13. Kanshi Ram, P,W. 11 said that he was Kumhar 
and there was meeting of, the Kumhans on 30th IV^rch“ 1968. It was decided .that 
a Kumhar should be made a member of , the Legislative Assembly. He also said 
that the Kumhars decided at the said meeting to £ut up respondent Prithvi Raj 
as candidate^ ^ Kanshi Ram’s further evidence was that Bawa Bir Singh paid 
Rs. 20,000 to 1 Prithvi Raj Lor election expens^,- Kanshi Ram said jthat the 
payment was in the presence of respondentrlalchand. Jot Ram, P.W. 12 said 
.that he was a Kumhar and his evidence was also that jBwa Bir Singh paid 
Rs. 20,000^ to Prithvi fRaj in the presence of Lajchand. Rawat, PAV. 13 who 
was also a Kumhar ^d^that Bawa Bir^ingh paid-]^_.;2W,000 to Prithvi Raj in 
the presence of Lalchand. The gist of Ihe offen& under sub-sectipn (1) of section 
123 of the Act is that there hasdo be a gift by a candidate orchis .agent or by any 
other person with the consent^^df ^randidate or his^election^agent of-any gratifi- 
cation, to any person with the qbj^ of "indudog a. person to^stand or not to 
stand as a candidate at the election. The elements required to constitute an 
offence are first; that" the ^Lhas to be by a'^bandidate or'his'agdit or^by any 
other persim'. rSecondly, ^the gift is to "be with' the cbnsdntfbf’the candidate" or 
his election agent and the third important element is 'that the ^tification is to 
be ihade with" the~object, 'directly or indirectly,' oP1nducing"a'‘pfcrsdfPt6 Stand or 
not to stand in the election. 'In the^present^ case, there is no evidrace to hdtd 
that any gift was made by the candidate op his agent or by any other -person 
with the consent of the candidate, namely.^ the respondent Lalchand. Se^ndly, 
there is no evidence that gratification'was made with the object of inducing the 
respondent Prithvi Raj to stand or not to stand as a candidate. -- - 

Counsel on behalf of the 'appellant contended that respondent Lalehand 
waj, guilty of corrupt^practices^ as mentioned in ^ub-section (4) of section 123 
of the Act. The four elements in sub-section' (4) are, first, that there has to t« a 
publicancn by the 'candidate or his, agent or by^ any other person with the 
consent the candidate of any statement bf fact. The second element is that 
the statement of fact is~false and a candidate or' his agent or 'any other person 
either believes it to be false or does mot believe to be true. Thirdly, the pu'oli- 
cation is 'in relation to the personal character and conductj of -any candidate. 
Fourthly, the •^statement is reasonably calculated to prejudice tfae^prospecfs of that 
candidate’s election.' ' 

. „ j ^ ‘ 

— t 

P.W. 35, Lachhman Das was. the Manager^ Kwality Art Printers. He spoke 
of a poster which was printed in his Press. He identified the'Exhibit P.W. Ijl 
as a copy of the poster which was printed Jn his Press. He said tliat Exhibit 
P.W. 34|2 was a manuscript of Exhibit P.W. 1|I. He further' said that the 
pamphlet was printed on the asking of Lalchand who was identified by the 
witnesses- Muru Lai Azad and Jai Gopal Vcrm'a.'Lachhiiiah Das^said that Muni 
Lal.Azad and Jai Gopal Verma signed the manuscript Exhibit P.W. 34i2 in liis 
piesence. .The further evidence was that 10,000 copies of the poster were printed 
in the said Press. It was suggested in cross-examination that the poster was 
printed after 14 May, 1968. P.W. 36 Jai Gopal Verma identified Exhibit P.W. 
34j2 as a manuscript of the poster and further said that the wilnes>ics identified 
Lalchand: ’ Jai Gopal Verma proved his signature on Exhibit P.W. 34j2, Jai 
Gopal Verma said that Lalchand accompanied him to the KWality Art Printers. 

Jai Gopal Verma further identified the signature of Muni 'Lai Azad. It Was 
also suggested to Jai Gopafi Verma that tlie poster was printed after J4th May. 
1968- Muni Lai Azad, P.W. 37 said that he accompanied Jai Gopal Verma to 
Kw’ality Art Printers along with respondent Lalchand. He admitted hLs signature 
bn Exhibit P.W. 34j2, , , 
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CoanssI on behalf of the respondent Lalchand contended that Lachhman 
Das was neither the Printer nor the Publisher and that Lachhman Das joined the 
Press in the month of April, 1968. Lachhman Das w'as a disinterested person. 
He sent a copy of the poster to the Chief Electoral OfBcer . The letter to the 
Chief Electoral Officer Exhibit P.W. 34|1 was in a sealed cover. It was opened 
in this Court.' It was proved by Muni Lai Jain, Accountant in the office of the 
Chief Electoral Officer. He proved that Exhibit P.Wv 3411 was'the letter received 
from Kwality Art Printers on 2nd May, 1968. The witness Muni Lai Jain further 
proved the receipt of said letter in the office of the Chief Electoral Officer, on 2nd 
May. 1968. Muni Lai Jain identified the ' signatures of the clerks Jagmohan 
Saran Verma and D. H. Arora on Exhibit P.W. 34jl. Muni Lai Jain proved 
Exhibit P.W. 34|2 and Exhibit P.W. 34)3 which were the enclosures received 
along with Exhibit P.W. 3411 . 

" CounseLon behalf ' of "the respondent Lalchand ' contended that the rubber 
stamp of the Chief Electoral Office bore the date 22nd May, 1968 and there was 
intrinsic evidence to show" that the first digit 2 was smudged with carbon ink. 
This argument cannot be accepted because of the dominant reason that no such 
suggestion was made to the witness from the Electoral Office or any other witness 
on behalf of the appellant. K such a case had been made, the appellant would 
have had an opportunity of dealing with it. . - . 

•_ Counsel on .behalf of, the respondent Lalchand contended that the receipt 
book and the bill register book of the Press -were not produced.-' Lachhman -Das, 
the Accountant of Kwality Art Printers was not asked to produce either the 
receipt book or the bill book. ' There was some dispute as to wh^w the signature 
of Lalchand on' the manuscript' "poster Exhibit P.-W.' 34|2 was genuine or not. 
Ratan Lai Aggarwal, P.W. 58 said that the signature of the respondent'Lalchand 
On Exhibit P.W- -3412 was a genuine signature. The resjpondent’s wtness No. 2, 
A. S'. Kapoor said that the signature of Lalchand on Exhibit P.W.-^34-2 was 
not the same as the admitted signature of Lalch^d and in the opinion- of the 
witness the signature on Exhibit P.W. 34j2 was “the work of a person who was 
well skilled in the art oL traced, forgery”; rlfis'Tar^orltwo experts to agree in 
cases of disputed signature. The Court has. to arrive at the conclusion in the 
fight of the entire evidence. Jai Gopal Verma said that Lalchand appended his 
signature in his presence. That portion of the evidence of Jai Gopal Verma was 
not impeached in cross^xamination. Lachhman Das. the Accountant of the 
Kwality Art Printers said that the pamphlet w’as printed at the request of Lalchand 
who was identified by Muni Lai Azad and Jai Gopal Verma. This .portion .of 
"the evidence of Lachhman IDas was also not challenged in cross-examination. 

Tne pasted on which the appellant relied is Exhibit P.W. 111. ExhiKt 
P.W. Ijli is as follows; — 

“Appeal to the Voters of the Ellenabad Vidhan Sabha Constituency." 

Election . . (Rising Sun) - . Symbol 

Brothers: - - - 

Just afrCT one year election is being held. I hope I will get more support 
from public than before. Because j-ou have seen the ‘Adlu-Badiu’ policy of 
Cn. Partap Singh son of CH. Devi Dayal, Devi Lai has put up the second 
son as a candidate because of this fear. The deeds of Om Prakash are well 
known to the public. Under the -auspidous of his father Ch". Devi Lai. 
he had been indulging Ln smuggling and today he is asldnc forwotes in the 
name of his father. I hope the people will show the face 'of defeat to such 
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an obnoxious person. My election symbol is rising sun, put stamp only 
on that. 

Yours 

Lai Chand Khod, 
Ellenabad Constituency'’. 

Ganga Dhar Sharma, P.W. 31, said that a memorandum of appeal in favour 
of respondent Lalchand was printed. He spoke of Exhibit P.W. 34]!. The 
appeal which was published and distributed is Exhibit P.W. 34j2 which is the 
same as Exhibit P.W, Ijl. This appeal leaves no room for doubt that there 
were allegations against the personal character and conduct of the api^Uant Om 
Prakash who was described as “having beeii indul^ng in sumggling”. In the 
said appeal, it was further said that the appellant was an obnoxious person. 

Various witnesses, P.Ws. 14, 16, 18, 19, 21, 23, 29, 30 and 31 gave evidence 
of the distribution and publication of the appeal . They identified Exhibit P W. 
24|1 which is the same as Exhibit P.W. 34|2 and the evidence of distribution and 
publication is over-whelming. 

The evidence in the present case established beyond any measure of doubt 
first that Exhibit P.W. 1|1 which is the same as Exhibit P.W. 34[2 was published, 
secondly, that Lalchand got the same printed and published, thirdly, that the 
statement was in relation to the personal character and conduct of the appellant, 
fourthly, the statement is false and fifthly, the same was calculated to prejudice 
the propects of the appellant’s election. 

For these reasons we are of opinion that the appeal is to be accepted on the 
ground that respondent Lalchand is guilty of corrupt practice under s«:tion 123 
(4) of the Act. 

The appeal is allowed with costs throughout and the election of the respon- 
dent Lalchand is declared void. 

S.V.J, Appeal allou’eJ. 

THE SUPREME CX)URT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present:— M. Hidayatullah, Chief Justice, and A. N. Ray, J. 
Parasramka Commercial Co.. Ltd. .. Appellant*' 

V. 

Union of India . . Respondent. 

Arbitration Act {X o/194C), section 14 (1) and Limitation Act (IX o/I908), Article 178 

— Making and signing of the award — Nctice — Whether let,er necessary — Starting 

peint for limitation. 

Section 14 (1) says that when the arbitrators or umpire have given their 
award, they shall sign it and shall give notice in writing to the parties of the 
making and signing thereof and of the amount of fees and chaigcs payable in 
respect of the arbitration and of award. What will be considei^ as a suffi- 
cient norice in writing, of the making and signing of the award is a question 
of fact- “Notice’, denotes merely an intimation to the party concerned 
of a paitiadar fact. One cannot limit the words "notice in writing" to only 
a letter. Notice may take several forms. It must, to be sufficient, be in 
writing and must intimate quite clearly that the award has been made and 
signed. To insist upon letter is to refine the law beyond the legitimate 


C. A. No. 2532 of 1966. 


29th August, 1969. 
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requirements. (On facts). The only omission was that there was no notic& 
of the amount of the fees and charges payable in reqject of arbitration and 
award. But that was not an essential part of the notice for the purpose of 
limitation. To emphasise the latter part as being the essential part of the 
notice is to make the first part depend upon the determination of the fees and 
charges and their inclusion in the notice. A written notice clearly intimating 
the parties concerned that the award had been made and signed starts limita- 
tion. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 8th August, 
1963 of the Punjab High Court, Circuit Bench at Delhi in Civil Revision No. 
330-D of 1954. 

B. P. Maheshwari and S. M.Jain, Advocates, for Appellant. 

Dr. V. A. Seyid Muhammad. Senior Advocate (S. P. Nayar, Advocate, with 
him), for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

EidayatuUah, C. J . — ^This is an appeal against a judgment and order of the 
Circuit Bench of the Punjab High Court at Delhi (Single Judge) in a matter arising 
under the Arbitration Act. By an agreement dated 28th April, 1948, the appel- 
lant company entered into a contract with the Chief Director of Purchase (Food) 
acting on behalf of the Government of India. It is not necessary' to give the 
details of this contract, because the matter was referred to arbitration under an 
arbitration clause included in the agreement between the parties.- The award was 
made and signed on 26th April, 1950. The Arbitrator awarded Rs. 17,080-2-<^ 
with costs in favour of the company. The Arbitrator, however, did not send a 
notice as such of the making and signing of the award but sent a copy of the 
award signed by Iiim to the company. The company acknowledged the receipt 
of this copy by two letters which are dated 5th May and 16th May, 1950. It 
appears that in the original which was retained in the office of the Arbitrator, it 
was stated that there was a covering letter giving notice of the making of the 
award, but the company denied that any such letter had been sent. However, 
nothing much turns on it as we shall show presently. 

After the copy of the award was received by the company, it filed an applica- 
tion under section 14 (1) of the Arbitration Act in the Court of the Subordinate 
Judge, Delhi on 30th March, 1951 for making the award rule of the Court. It 
may be mentioned that on 3rd July. 1951. the Arbitrator sent the original award 
to the Court also. Before the Subordinate Judge objection was taken by the 
Union of India that the application of the company to the Court was dclaj'ed 
since such an application under section 14 (1) of the Arbitration Act under Arti- 
cle 178 of the Indian Limitation .Act had to be made within 90 days of the receipt 
of the notice intimating that the award had been made and signed. This objec- 
tion prevailed with the Subordinate Judge who rejected the application. A revi- 
sion application was unsuccessfully made before the High Court and it is the order 
on the revision application which is the subject of appeal before us. 

Originally the nwision application went before a learned Single Judge of the- 
High Court. He referred the matter to a Division Bench which in its turn refer- 
red the cose for decision to a Full Bench. The Full Bench gave its opinion on 
17th November. 1961. Although the Full Bench discussed the matter it did not 
reach any conclusion in the case, because it felt that whether the application 
under section 14 (I) of the .Arbitration Act had been made within 90 da3-s or 
net. was a question of fact which has to be decided by the learned Single Judge, 
and as the learned Single Judge had not gone into that question, the matter had 
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t6‘g6 back to/himv-^ When the case (aihe before the leahi^^Sirigle Judge,- he:took 
scirte evidehce'ahd^examihed •^e"qu«istiominid^il.isHe-' upheld: the; decision • of 
the ■'Subdrdmate'^ Judge* and ‘ilisnus^ the-revisiorf application';;’:'- 

It-'-has b^n argued- beforeiiis by'iMr " ;Bi-;P.;!.'Mahesh\vari>that- theJjud^ent 
under appeal is erroneous, -because section :14/-(l)rdf:tKe:-’ATbitratioii:Act-requires 
that dhere -shouldi.be a notice in'- writing ^and'dhal notiCe/had to'-be 'somelhing 
besides the award of which a copy had been sent. He has cited a number iof 
rulings in support of his contratiqn .that, a notice in writing ^ incumbent before 
limitation .under ’ Article .17.8 'of 'die" Limitatiop’ Art--,wluch applies, tp/Article. 14 
fl) petitions can start. ' In chief,' he'reliK upon' ''Ratnm'a v.' ^.Gurhhiddappa 
Gurusliantappa Magavi and otfisrs,^ Puppa'Ia Ram dii^v. Nagidi App jahvaim and 
others,- Jagdish v.- Sivider,? Gdi'ga Rant vlRadlia 'Kshanj* Badarla Ramdkrishndmma 
mid others V. Vattikonda LaksIiTiubay'cmnia and others'], .. ,, , 

It is not necessary to go into the reasoning which made .the learned . Judges, in 
these cases to lay down that there' must 'be a proper riodce in writing 'of the 
maldng of the award; . That follows in.fact from theiwords of. section 14' (1) of 
the -Arbitration Act; That section 'says, thad when .the .arbitrators of umpire 
have given .their award, they; shall sign.it : and shall ^ve notice iniwriting to the 
parties of .the making and sigmng thereof anT.-of the. amount of fees and' charges 
payable jn respect of the arbitrafion and 'award.’:.',,'Whatwill be c6hsidCTed a;Suffi> 
cient notice in wridng^ of . the making and: signing; of . the. award is a question , of 
fact. In .the1cited;6ases emphasis sometimes-has’been..laid .upon’ the latter part 
of the SUbTS^jtibrij-whichrspeaks-.bfctlS ara6unt..'6£:feesand charges'payable in 
respect of the arbitration and award. Sometimes emphasis has been placed upon 
the opening words -namely-that thereshpiild be a notice in writing. 'i; Reading :the 
word, -nctice’ as. we gener^y do,- itdencrtes merely ancihtiraatiori to the party- Con- 
cemediof aparticular fact. - Itlseems to us that we cannot limit the-woids "notice 
in writing’’-: to only a letter.. Tlotioe may. take several forms: - It murt, to be sulB- 
cient, be in; writing and:must intimate .quite clearlyjthat the award has been made 
and., signed., rin die-piesent^ase,-:a.copy-;of:the!awafd signed by: the arbitrator 
was sent to the company.. It appears to 'us^'that the company had r sufficient 
notice that the.awaxd had been made and signed. In fact the two letters of 5th 
May'^andT I6th -May' td^hich-'we faave referred, quite, clearly show tiiat,.the com- 
pany' kh'ew-fidi well, "that the afbitratc)f^had'^v;en'.the award, rriade it arid signed 
it. In 'these choimsFanoes tb.mast .upon a letter. which perhaps w^ also ? sent 
(thou^ there' is some doubt about A) is Ip re&'e ttie Iaw ?beyond the legtimate 
f^uhraeiife;-':: The’ didy'-questioii was* rimt" there ?%s" no 'notice of the? amount 
<1 v-the '- f^s;^'-' and -.charges . i«.yable ' in 'respect' .of . arbitration and 
awaid';- 'But that was hot afi .essent^ part bf the notice for the purprw o£.limi- 
latibh; 'To, emphasise the lat^* part as .b^g the essentM .part of the' notice 
to' make the first, part depend upon the determination of the fees and charges and 
their inclusion in the jiptice'. .: A written notice clearly intimating the parties con- 
cerned that the'awafd. had made arid signb3,.in our opinion certainly starts 
limitation. 

' ; in 'this view of the iriatter we arejn agreement riith the decision of the learn- 
ed Sin^e' Judge who has endorsed the opinion of the Subordinate Judge that limi- 
tation: beran to fun. from the .receip copy of tlie award which was signed 

by;the .ArbitfatiOT aiid?wHich gave due notice to the party concerned that the 

~-H,' AiJt. 1962 Mys. ;l35.. ■ ' • . ' 4.. -I.L.R, fl955i Punj. 402. , . 

.' 2 :'::A.r.R. 19S7:An3h. Pia. 1). -- -- “ ' " 5.= fl958.>.1 An.W.R.403 ; r.L.R.,'J 9 «) A.P. 
l:3S •I,L-.R.-a948):2rPat.';g6. c C'.r-;; nvl;';' .-r- < ^ 
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av/ard had been made and signed. That is how the party itself understood when 
it acknowledged the copy sent to it. Therefore, the application must be treat- 
ed as being out of time and the decision of the High Court to so treat it was cor- 
rect m all the circumstances of the case. 

We, therefore, do not see any reason to interfere in this appeal and it is dis- 
missed. But we make it clear that 'the other part of the case, namely what is 
to happen to the award sent by the Arbitrator himself to the Court has yet to 
be determined and what we say here will not affect the determination of that 
qucs'ion. Obviously enough that matter arises under tthe second sub-section 
of section 14 and will have to be considered quite apart from the application 
made by the company to have the award made into rule of Court. 

It was represented to us by Dr. Syed Mohammad that objections had been 
taken to the validity of the award and they remain still for decision. Those of 
course must fall to the ground with the application which we have found to be 
out of time. As to whether similar objections can be raised in answer to the 
award filed at the instance of the arbitrator is a question which we cannot go into 
in the present appeal and no expression of opinion must be attributed to us on 
that point. In the circumstances of the case we leave the parties to bear their 
own costs. 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Original Jurisdiction.) 

Present:— S.M. Sikrj, G. K. Muter and K.S. Hegde, JJ. 

Fazal Hussain and Arshad Ahmed . . Petitioners^ 

V.- 

The State of Jammu and Kashmir .. RespdnanU. 

Jamm i aid Kaihnitr Preventive Dztbntioii Act {XUI of 1954), section 8, Proviso 
— Failure of detaining authority to commmicate groimds of detention or inform 
the detenu withit, 10 days of detention — Detention illegal. 

'.Ticte is no doubt that it is the duty of the detaining authority to communi- 
cate tl.c grounds within ten days of the date of detenrion it the* case does not 
fall within the p^o^^so. If the detaining authority neither commurucates the 
grounds of detention nor informs the detenu under the proviso within 10 days 
after detention, the detention would become illegal and a subsequent order under 
the proviso would not have the effect of rendering the detention legal. 

One is concerned with the liberty of a subject and one must adopt a cons- 
truction which would not have the effect of enabling the executive to make an 
order inider the proviso at any time after the lapse of 10 daj's specified in sec- 
tion S. Even from the practical point of view one is unable to see that the 
Government would e.xperience any difficulty in deciding within ten days whether 
the grounds should be ser\-ed or not in the public interest. All the material is 
with the Government when it passes the order of detention and a period of 
ten days is ample for the Government to make up its mind whether the case 
falls within the proviso or not. 

Pe'-ition under Article 32 of the Constitution of India for a writ in the nature 
of habeas corpus. 

R.K. Gwg SLud .4'iil Kumar Gupta. Advocates, foi Petitioners. 

R. Gopalakrishnan .and R. N. Sachthey .Advocates, for Respondents. 


W.P. No- HI of 196 ^. 

s c J-103 


29th Jul.v, 1969. 
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The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Sikri, J . — ^This is a joint petition by two detenues under Article 32 of the 
ConsTituticn piajtog for the issue of a writ of habeas corpus or other appro- 
priate writ, direction or order directing that the petitioners be released. 

The petitioner, Arshad Ahmad, was detained in pursuance of Detention 
Order, dated 19th September, 1967, passed under section 3 (1) (a) u) of the 
Jammu and Kashmir Preventive Detention Act, 1964. The copy of the order on 
the record shows that the order was served on the detenu by Jaswant Singh, 
Deputy Superintendent of Police (C.I.D.), Jammu on 27th September, 1957. 

No grounds of detention were served on the detenu, but an order dated 25th 
October, 1967, issued by the Secretary to the Government, Home Department, 
was served on him informing him that it would be against the public interest to 
disclose the facts or the groimds of detention to him. 

The learned Counsel for the petitioner, Mr. Garg. contends that the order 
dated 25th October, 1967, was served too late and the detention of the petitioner 
became illegal when the time for serving the grounds of detention had expired. 

Section 8 of the Jammu and Kashmir Preventive Detention Act, 1964, pro- 
vides that : . . Aj 

“When a person is detained in pursuance of a detention order, the authority 
making the order shall, as soon as may be, but not later than ten days, from 
the date of detention, communicate to him the grounds on which the - order 
has been made, and shall afford him the earliest opportunity of making a 
representation against the order to the Government.” 

But the proviso to section 8 states : 

“Provided that nothing in this sub-section shall apply to the case of any per- 
son dv'tained with a view to preventing him from acting in any manner prejudi- 
cial to the security of the State; if the authority making the order, by the same 
or a subsequent order, directs that the person detained may be informed that 
it would be against public interest to communicate to him the grounds on which 
the detention order has been made.” 

The learned Counsel for the State contends that if an order has been made 
under the proviso it does not matter whether the order is made and served bx^ond 
the ten days’ time specified in section 8. 

V/e are unable to accept this contention. There is no doubt that it is the 
duty of the detaining authority to communicate the grounds within ten days of 
the date of detention if the case does not fall within the proviso. If tlic detain- 
ing authority neither communicates the grounds of detention nor infonns the 
detenu under the proviso within 10 days of the detention, the detention would 
become illegal and a subsequent order under the proviso would not have the effect 
of rendering the detention legal. 

A simil ar point arose before this Court in Abdii/ Jabar But! v. State of 
Jammu and Kashmiri This Couil was then considering the Jammu and Kash- 
mir Preventive Detention Act (TV of Sambat 2011) and similar provisions con- 
tained therein. Das, C.J., observed: 

'Tf the grounds are not communicated to the detenu witiiin the period of ffme 
prescribed by the expression “as soon as may be” the detenu becomes deprived 
of his statutory right under sub-section (1) and his detention in such circumstan- 


1. (1957) S.CJ.184 : (1957) M.LJ. (Gl.) 83: (1957)S.C.R. 51 at 59. 
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ces becomes illegal as being otherwise than in accordance with procedure pres- 
cribed by law. In order to prevent this result in certain specified cases tlie 
proviso authorises the Government to issue the requisite declaration so as to 
exclude entirely the operation of sub-section (1). It, therefore, stands to 
reason and is consistent with the principle of harmonious construction of 
statutes that the power of issuing a declaration so as to prevent the unwanted 
result of the operation of sub-section (1) should be exercised before that very 
result sets in.” 

Although there is some change in the language in the present act in substance 
the provisions are similar as far as the present point is concerned. We are here 
concerned with the liberty of a subject and w'e must adopt a construction which 
would nor have the ellect of enabling the executive to make an order under the 
proviso at any time after the lapse of ten days specified in section 8. Even from 
the practical point ot view' we are unable to see tiiat the Government would experi- 
ence anv difficulty in cedding within ten days whether the grounds should be 
served or not in the public interest. All the material is with the Government 
when it passes the order of detention and a period of ten days is ample for the 
Government to make up its mind whether the case falls within the proviso or 
not. 

In tire result wc hold that the detention of the petitioner Arshad Ahmad is 
illegal and he should be released. 

Coming to the case of the second petitioner Fazal Hussain, he was detained 
by Order dated 3rd January', 1968, passed under section 3 (1) read with sec- 
tion 5 of the Jammu and Kashmir Preventive Detention Act, 1964. The order 
of detention was served on the petitioner in the Central Jail on 8th Januar>', 
1968, and the same was read out to him. By order dated 11th January, 1968, 
the petitioner was informed that it was against public interest to disclose facts 
or to communicate to him the grounds on which the detention order was passed. 
The afiidavit stating these facts in shown to by the Additional Secretary to the 
Government, Jammu and Kashmir, Home Department, and it is stated in the 
verification that these facts were stated on the basis of information derived from 
the record of the case which he believed to be true. 

The learned Counsel for the petitioner contends that the Deputy Superinten- 
dent, Central Jail, who is alleged to have served the order of detention on the 
petitioner should have filed the affidavit. The State has annexed to the affida- 
vit a copy of the Government Detention Order and below the detention order 
the following endorsement exists: 

“Th t nodee of ''..s * idcr has ly^n served upon Shri Fazal Hussain, sp. Ayub 
Khan detenu by reading over the same to him. 

(Sd.) Dy. Superintendent, 
Central Jail. Jammu Sjl”. 

In view of this endorsement existing on the order of detention we do not con- 
sider that it was necessary' that the Deputy Superintendent. Central Jail, should 
have filed an aifidavo to the dlcct t’rat he had served the order of detention on 
the detenu Fazal Hussain. 

No other point is raised. The petition of Fazal Hussain accordingly fails 
and is dismiss^. 

S. V. J. 


Order accordingly. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present :~K. S. Hegde and a. n. Ray, JJ. 

B. P. Maur}'^ ... Appellant* 

V. 

Pralcasli Vir Slastri and others ... Respondents, 

Representation of the Feople Act {XLIII of 1951), section 123 (4)—Scope~ 
Act intended to protect freedom of speech and also to restrain malicious propaganda 
Psrsoitcl character and conduct of the candidate — Sub-section (4) contravened 
when any false allegation of fact pierces the politician and touches the person of 
the candidate. 

Representation of the Feople Act (XLIII of 1951), section 123 (S-A}— Scope— 
Fromotion of, or attempt to promote, feelings of enmity or hatred between different 
classes of citizens of India on grounds of religion, race, caste, community or 
language made a corrupt practice — Such promotion or attempt to promote enmity 
or hatred also to be for the furtherance of the election of the candidate or for pre- 
judicially affecting the election of any candidate— Fersonal character or conduct, 
meaning of. 

The appellant challenged the election of (he first respondent on grounds of 
corrupt practices as mentioned in sub-sections (2), (3), (3-A) and (4) of section 
123 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. The various corrupt 
practices on which the appellant relied relate to occurrences at six places. The 
first question was whether a meeting was held at Hapur Town Hall Maidan 
on 7th February, 1967, Neither the Vir Aijuu news item dated 7th February, 
1967, nor the news item appearing under the date 7th February, 1967, Hapur 
published in the Hindustan on 8th February, 1967, contains any intrinsic evidence 
that a meeting was held at Hapur on 7th February'. 1967. With regard to the 

' said meeting the oral evidence on behalf of the appellant is that the meeting 
was held and oral evidence on behalf of the respondent is that the meeting 
was not held. In the case ot conflicting oral testimony it is safer to place 
reh'ance on documentary evidence.' The newspaper report on which the 
appellant relies contained intrinsic evidence which totally nullifies the appellant s 
case. Again the General Diary of Thana Hapur bearing the date 7th February. 
1967, shows that a constable was sent to the Town Hall Maidan to make 
arrangements in connection with the meeting which was addressed by one 
Kailash Prakash on behalf of the Congress candidate. It is highly improbable 
that two meetings of the two rival candidates, namely of the Congress and of the 
respondent (an Independent candidate) would both be held on the same date 
and at the same place. The First Information Report dated 7th February', 1967, 
about the attack on the office of the Republican Party by the supporters of the 
respondent, is significantly silent about any meeting having, been held on 7tit 
F'ebniary, 1967, at Hapur Town Hall Maidan. Tlje attack on the party office 
was not proved by the appellant to have been made by respondent's workers 
and supporters. Therefore, it is clear that no meeting was held at Hapur on 7th 
February', 1967, and that there was no attack on the office of the Republican 
Party. 

Secondly’, the appellant alleged that the Jatav voters were not allowed to 
vote and that was denied by the respondent. Tire oral evidence on behalf 


• C,A. No. 1573 of 1968. 


14th Augu't, 19G9. 
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of the appellant was not acceptable for two reasons. First, if there had been 
any incident of a voter being prevented from voting a complaint would have 
beCT made to the polling officer of the polling station. Secondly, Viresliwar 
Tyagi and Mahendra Singh Verma who were the supporters of the appellant 
and who are alleged to have said that voters at Nagola were prevented from 
voting did not lodge any report about the alleged corrupt practice particularly 
when it was said to be committed by the first respondent himself. 

On the question of assault on Shamshad Elahi, considering the injury report 
along with the statement of Shamshad Elahi and the report of the appellant 
and the complaint of Shamshad Elahi, it becomes clear that there was no 
complaint about injuries after the injury report and there is also no evidence 
that the assault w’as by the workers of the first respondent. 

The allegations that on 2nd February, 1967, an election meeting was organised 
in support of the candidature of the appellant and the supporters of the first 
respondent created disturbance with the result that the meeting could not be 
continued and the supporters of the first respondent chased the appellant, 
cannot be accepted because, first, there was no complaint by the appellant to 
the Election Commissioner, secondly, there was no police case and no investi- 
gation, thirdly the reports did not mention the name of the appellant as 
having been assaulted or chased and fourthly, the news item in the Patriot 
was not proved as to the truth of the contents therein . 

All the three allegations about the voters having been stopped from casting 
their franchise followed the same pattern of oral evidence. The absence of any 
report either to the Election Commission or to the Police authoritie.s is an 
important and noticeable feature and therefore the oral evidence is not 
acceptable. 

It w'as said by the appellant that the first respondent promoted feelings of 
enmity or hatred against the appellant and further raised Communal Pro- 
paganda. He also relied on Exhibit 22. being the editional in Vir Arjun dated 
7th February, 1967. AnnexureMMwas said by the api^ellant to be a communal 
propaganda. Annexure MM was not proved. Even if it were proved the slogans 
do not offend the provisions of either sub-section f3-A) or sub-section (4) of 
section 123. The statements of Exhibit 22 do not make any reflection on the 
moral or mental nature of the appellant and they do not touch the personal 
character of the appellant, nor do they promote enmity orjiatr^ on gro unds 
of religion. ~ 

Appeal under section 116-A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
from the Judgment and Order dated the 12th .April, 1968 of the Allahabad High' 
Court in Election Petition No. 19 of 1967. 

Appellant in person. 

L. S mgr i P.nd Veda Vrasa. Senior Advoca.tesHR«/rf Rom. Bishembhar Lai, 

K. C. Sharma. H. K. Puri, U. P. Singh and K. K. Jain. Advocates, witli thcml, for 
Respondents No. 1. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 
. Rav.J . — This is an appeal again.st the judgment and order of the High Court 
at -Allahabad, dated 12th .April, 1968. dismissing the election petition fiM by the 
appellant. 

The appellant contested the General Election to the Lok Sabha from Hapur 
Parliamcntaiy Constituency in the year 1967. There were seven rival candidates 
numbered respondents 1 to 7. The appellant contested the election on the ticket 
of the Republican Party. He was then a sitting member of Parliament. Among 
the rival candidates. Prakash Vir Shastri was an independent candidate. The 
election s}mbol of the appellant was elephant and the election sjmbol of Pra- 
kash \'ir'Shastri was lion. Prakash Vir Shastri secured 1.49,943 votes while 
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the appellant secured 1,01,875 votes. The Swatantra candidate Sri Naseem 
secured 34,274 votes. The Congress candidate respondent Smt. Kamla Cfaau- 
dhuiy secured 33,988 votes. The appellant challenged the election on grounds 
of rarrupt practices as mentioned in sub-sections (2), (3) and (4) of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the Act). 

At the hearing of the appeal the appellant appeared in person after Counsel 
on his behalf had obtained leave of this Court to withdraw and to allow the appel- 
lant to appear in person. 

The various corrupt practices on which the appellant relied relate to occur- 
rences at six places. The appellant did not press the other occurrences. Tlie 
first occurrence relates to a meeting held at the Town Hall Maidan at Hapur 
On 7th February, 1967.' The appellant allege that the Hapur meeting respon- 
dent Prakash Vir 5hastri and his supporters delivered inflammatory speeches 
against the appellant and thereafter the said respondent Shastri’s supporters 
entered the oflice of the Republican Part}', to which the appellant belonged, as- 
saulted the workers of the appellant, tore posters, abused the appellant and 
threatened his workers.' In support of the allegations the appellant rehed on 
E.xhibit-28 the nev's report in the TTindustan’ pubhshed on 8th February, 1967 
and also on Exhibit-23 the news report in the newspaper named 'Vir Arfun* pub- 
lished on 8th February, 1967 and Exhibit-22 brfng the editorial in the Vir Arjun 
published on 7th February. 1967. The newspaper report in the Hindustan’ Exbi- 
bit-28 published on 8th February. 1967, contains the note of the correspondent 
from Hapur bearing the date 7th Februarv. 1967, stating that a big meeting was 
held in support of respondent Shastri. LokSabha candidate from Hanur-Ghaziabad 
Constituency. In the ‘Vir Arjun’ dated 8th February, 1967, Exhibit-23, it is 
stated that the supporters of the Republican Party were raising slogans that th^ 
were championing the cause of Harijans and Muslim youths from Aligarh Urti* 
versity were brought for that purpose. It was also stated in the said newspaper 
that Muslim students of Aligarh were raising the slogans ‘Harijan Muslim are 
brothers and'where from Hindu community' has come. Black face be of a Brah- 
min, barber ar\d laia. Throw shoes orv Bhat. Guiar and Rajput”. The appel- 
lant in paragraph II of the petition further allegcjd that respondent Shastri was 
assodated -with the ‘\nr Ariun’ and K. Narendra, Editor of Vir Arjun who was 
a (xdleasue of respondent Shastri wrote an editorial by way of an appeal to sup- 
pcjrt the candidature of respondent Shastri in that newspaper on 7th February. 
1967. Exhibit-22 and the said appeal was also an instance of corrupt practice. 
The further allegations in the petition were that at the meeting which was held 
at the- Town Hall Ma’dan at Hapur cm 7th Februaix', 1967, respondent Shastri 
and the sa’d K. Narendra. Editor of Trir Arjun delivered inflammatory speeches. 

The apnpellant generally impeached the judsrmcnt of the High Court cm two 
grounds. First, that there was no discussion of the entire evidence and, second- 
ly, that there was rejection of the evidence on behalf of the appellant on considera- 
ticn that the appellant’s witnesses belonged to particular castes and sects. 

The criticism on behalf of the appellant with recard to Hapur meeting -was 
that respondent Shastri in answer to the petition did not state that there was 
a meeting on 6th February. 1967 and thereby the appellant w'as denied the oppor- 
tunity of meeting that case. The appellant relied on the decision of this Court 
in Badnt & Company v. E. I. Trad'ng'^ and the observations appearing at 
page 547 of the report in support of the contention that under the provisions of 
the Code of Gvil Procedure and, in particular the provisions contained in Order 
VIII of the Code.- respondent Shastri should have alleged in the pleadings that the 
meeting was held on 6th Fcbruaiy, 1967 and in She absence of such allegations 
respondent Shastri .shoul d not have been allowed to make that case. The ded - 
T l. (1955} 1 S.ci. "47 : '\196A\A SC.R.. 19 -. A.t.R. 19« S.C. J3S, 
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sion of this Court is of no aid to the appellant. In the case of Badat <2? Com- 
pany'^ the question was whether there was a contract between the parties 
and it was alleged by the plaintiff with reference to two letters that the letters 
would indicate some of the terms of the transaction . The defendant in the written 
statement did not specifically deny the said two letters. This Court observed 
that a mere denial of the contract was not sufficient and the rules of the Code 
enjoined denial of the existence of the letters. In the present case, the question 
was whether a meeting w'as held at Hapur Town Hall Maidan on 7th February, 
1967. The respondent denied such a meeting. The respondent was not 
called upon to state as to whether there was a meeting on 6th February, 1967. 

The new’s item in the newspaper Tlindustan’ Exhibit 28 gave news from 
Hapur under the date 7th February, 1967, that a meeting was held at Hapur. 
ExIubit-23 was a news item in the newspaper ‘Vir Arjun’ under the date 7th 
Februaiy. 1967, that Shri Narendra, Editor of Vir Arjun spoke at an election 
meeting at Hapur. Neither the \Tr Arjun news item dated 7th February. 1967, 
nor the news item appearina under the date 7th February, 1967, Haour pubfished 
in the Hindustan on 8th February'. 1967 contains anj' intrinsic evidence that a 
meeting was held at Hapur on 7th February, 1967. 

Further, of the witnesses on behalf of the appellant P.W. 25 Bal Kishan 
spoke of the meeting at the Hapur Town Hall Maidan on 7th' February, 1967 
and he also stated that three pamnhlets were distributed and two issues of news- 
papers were also distributed, namely, the \Tr Ariun and Pratap. No such namph- 
let was produced. The two w'itnesses on behalf of respondent Shastri. Bhagw'ati 
Prasad Jain D.W. 16 and Rameshwar Prasad Goel D.W. 18 said that a Congress 
election meeting was held at the Town Hall Maidan. Hapur and no election meet- 
ing rvas held in sumx>rt of respondent Shastri at the Town Hall Maidan, Hapur 
on 7th February. 1967. 

Vlth regard to the meeting at the Town Hall Maidan at Hapur alleged by 
the appellant to have been held on 7th February', 1967, the oral evidence on 
behalf of the appellant is that the meeting was held and the oral evidence cm 
behalf of the respondent is that the meeting was not held. In the case of con- 
flicting oral testimony it is safer to place reliance on documentary evidence. 
First, the newspaper report on which the appellant relies contained intrinric evi- 
dence which totally nullifies the appellant’s case. Exhibit 28 being the ‘Hindus- 
tan’ dated 8th Febniaiy. 1967. indicates the news about Hapur under the date 7th 
February', 1967. that a meeting was held “j’csterday night” meaning thereby 6th 
February', 1967. in support of respondent Prakash Vir Shastri. Secondiv, the 
nev,'spaper “^Tr Ariun’ published on Sth February. 1967, gave the news at Hapur 
under the date 7tH FeBmary. 1967. The news referred to an election meeting 
at Hanur but did not mention that the meeting was held on 7th February or on 
6th February. 1967. Thirdly, Exhibit A-12 which is an application by one 
Lakhi Ram seeking permission from the Municipal Board for holding a mcering 
on 7th February’. 1967. in the Town Hal! Maidan. Hapur throws light on this 
aspect. The permission given by the authorities which is marked Exhibit A*13 
rconired the persons holding the meeting to pay certain charges towards the use 
of the electridtv. Exhibit X-14 is a receipt for pa\Tnent of Rs. 5. There three 
doaiments indicate that the meeting which was held on ’7th Februan', 1967. •was 
a meeting organised by the supporters of the Congress Party'. Fourthlv. Exhibit 
.A-2 which is a Genera] Diary of Thar.a Haour bearing the date 7th February. 
1967. shows that a constable was sent to the Town Hall Maidan to make arrange- 
ments in connection with the meeting which was to be addressed by one Kaifash 
Prakash. The witnesses on behalf of the respondent Shastri mentioncsl the 
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name of KaiJash Prakash and Smt. Kamla Chaadhurj’ as speakers on behalf of 
the Congress candidate. It is highly improbable that two meetii.gs of the two 
rival candidates, namely of the Congress and of the respondent Prakash Vir 
Shastri would both be held on tire same date and at the same place. Fifthly, the 
reports which were lodged b} the -upperters of the appellant with regard to the 
attack on the office of the Republican Part}' on 7th Februaiy, 1967, do not mention 
or refer at all to any meeting on behalf of respondent Prakash Vir Shastii on 7th 
February. 1967, at the Town Hall Maidan, Hapur. It would be natural if a meet- 
ing had been held on 7th Februaiy, 1967, that there would have been reference to 
the same. 

The other allegadoru; of the appellant were that respondent Shastri's suppor- 
ters on 7th Februar}', 1967. attacked the office of the Republican Party, to which 
the appellant belonged. There was the First Information Report dated 7th Feb- 
ruar}'.- 1967, about the attack on the office of the Republican Party. The report 
is significantly silent about any meeting having been held on 7th Februar}'. 1967, 
at Hapur Town Hall Maidan. Thou^ there was the alleged complaint about 
the attack on the office of the RepubUcan Part}', it appears that there was no 
investigation. The attack on the party office was not proved by the appellant 
to have been made by respondent Shastri’s workers and supporters. The High 
Court correctly came to the conclusion that no meeting was held at Hapur on 
7th February. 1967 and the^e was no attack on the office of the Repubh'can Party. 

Wth regard to the attack on the office of the Republican Party to %vhich 
the appellant belonged though the first information report gave the news about 
the attack it is strange that there was no investigation . The report of the Joint 
Secretary of the Republican Party to the President of the Republican Party bear- 
ing the date 8th Februar}', 1967, alleged that the supporters of Prakash Vir Shastri 
attacked the office of the Republican Party on 7th Februar}', 1967, forcibly twK 
necessan' papers and a fir-g the Party. Dal Chand Nimesh, Joint Secrctar}' 
''f the Republican Part}'. P.'W. in his evidence stated that none of the pro- 
cessionists went to his office and further he did himself in an adjoining^ room. 
He did not prove the truth of the statements contained in his report which was 
marked as Exhibit 1 1 . The attack on the office of the Republican Party was 
not mentioned at all either in the Vir Arjun of 8lh Februar}', 1967. or in the 
Hindustan dated 8th February, 1967. It is obvious that if in fact any attac^ 
had b^n made on the office of the Republican Party, the supporters of the appel- 
lant would have taken steps for investigation and publication. 

The second occurrence on which the appellant relied is alleged to ha%e 
happened at a place called Nagola. The appellant’s case was that on 
Frbruar}', 1967, Prakash \Tr Snastr* and his cappnrters w'ho were mostly Tv'pg' 
by caste asked the Tyagis to stop the Jatav voters from going to the polling 
station to cast theoir votes. It was alleged that Thawariya made the announcement 
by beat of drums that *he Mcdiin. rhamar. Bharu: and Jatav votas would r.^ 
lx: alh. cd to go to the polling station to cast their votes. The other part of 
the appellant’s case about the Nagola incident was that there was an assault on 
Shamshad Elahi. a worker of the appellant. The appellant relied on the oral 
testimonv of P.W. II. P.W. 12. P.W. 15. P.W. 16. P.W. 17. P.W. 19, 
P.W. 23, P.W. 65 and P.W. 80. The witnesses on behalf of the respondent 
were D.W. 4. D.W. 12. D.W. 13. D.W. 30 and D.W. 33. The oral evidence 
is in support of the rival contentions, namely, that the Jatav voters would no. 
be allow’ed to vote and the denial of the same by the respondent. Tne appellant 
also relied on Exhibit N that the Jatav voters would not be allowed to cast their 
votes by the Tyagis. 

In support of the case with regard to assault on Shamshad Elahi the 
appellant relied on the oral evidence of Shamshad Elahi, P.W. II and the injuo 



I] ilAURYA V. PRAKASH VIR SHASTRI {Ray. J). 825 

report Exhibit 30 and other documents, namely. Exhibits 31, 32 and 35. The 
appellant criticised the judgment by contending that there was no discussion of 
the oral evidence of P.W. 17, Satya Pal Malik, P.W. 11, Shamshad Elahi said 
that he went to Nagola at about 3.30 p.m. on 19th Februarj', 1967, the date of 
the election and the voters told him about the proclamation by beat of drums 
on the previous night and the voters further said that they would be insulted and 
they should remain there. Shamshad Elahi further said that he met Sevak Ram 
and Surajbhan Tyagi and 10 or 12 other persons were with them and they beat 
the witness with lathis and he received a number of injuries. 

The other witnesses on whose testimony the appellant relied said that people 
wearing lion badges which was the election symbol of Prakash Vir Shastri asked 
the witnesses not to cast their votes and th^ also said that it was announced by 
beat of drums that no Chamar or Bhangi should cast a vote. 

Nagola is a village within the circle of, Badhnauli. R. K. Aggarwal, D.W. 
33 who was the Presiding Officer at ^dhnauli polling station gave evidence. 
He said that the votes of village Nagola were polled and no Harijan or 
Mohammedan voter was stopped from casting .votes and that there was no 
complaint that Harijan and Mohammedan voters were being stopped from casting 
their votes. In cross-examination the witness said that no voters from Haider- 
nagar or Nagola were brought to the polling station under police protection. 

P.W. 80, Sukhbir Singh w'ho was posted as Station Officer Thana Kharkoda 
said- that he received information from Shamshad Elahi that voters at Badhnauli 
were being stopped from casting their votes. Sukhbir Singh went to Badhnauli.. 
He also w-ent to Nagola. He said that 30 or 40 Harijan voters went to Badhnauli 
to cast their votes. He said that there was no voter who was taken by him to a 
polling station in a truck. Sukhbir Singh proved Exhibit 35 which was a contem- 
poranwus report to the effect that no one was stopped from voting at Nagola. 

Satya Pal Malik on who^ testimony the appellant relied said that Prakash 
Vir Shatn came to Badhnauli polling station on l9th February, 1967 and there 
were 40 to 50 persons around him with lion badges on. His further evidence 
was that Prakash Vir Shastri asked the Pradhan to beat the voters to make them 
mn away. Prakash Vir Shastri however denied having asked Sheoraj Singh 
Pradhan to drive away the voters. 

Thanwaria. P.W. 23 on whose evidence the appellant relied said that he 
beat the drum in Nagola village on a day before the polling. He said that there 
were two parties of the Tyagis. One was of Sheoraj Singh and the other was of 
Prare Lai. The Jatavs. according to his testimony, were in Pyare Lai’s party 
and the Bhangis were in Sheoraj’s party. The appellant said that Thanwaria 
was disbelieved only becau.se he belonged to the Cliamar caste. That is mis- 
reading the judgment. The High CourT sa'd that the ewdence of Thanwaria did 
not insprire confidence. That criticism of the evidence of Thanwaria is justified 
because he came to support the case of the appellant and he belonged to the 
appellant’s camp. 

Pyare Lai. D.W. 12 said that no Harijan was stopped from casting his vote 
at Badhnauli polling .station and no worker of Prakash Vir Shastri threatened 
any Harijan voter at the polling station. The appellant criticised the evidence 
of Pyare Lai that he did not know' as to what was happening in the villace.. 
Satya Pal Malik. P.W. 17 mentioned the name of Pyare Lai as the leader of one 
of the parties and Sheoraj Singh as Pradhan of the village Nagola . 

The oral ewdence on behalf of the appellant is not acceptable for two reasons. 
First, if there had been an}' incident of a voter being prevented from voting a 
complaint would have been made to the polling oOfexr of the poffing station., 

I C J— 104 
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Secondly, Viresliwar Tyagi and Mahendra Singh Verma, who were the supporters 
of the appellant and who are alleged to have said that voters at Nagola were 
prevented from voting did not lodge any report about the alleged corrupt practice 
particularly when it was said to be committed by Prakash Vir Shastri him- 
self. 

The assault on Shamsh'ad Elahi which was also said to be an incident of 
corrupt practice is unacceptable for these reasons . First, the injury report Exhi- 
bit-30- has to be considered along with the statement of Shamshad Elahi being 
Annexure M and the report of the appellant being Exhibit-32 and the complaint 
of Shamshad Elahi being Annexure N being Exhibit-30. The appellant in the 
report dated 17th February, 1967 Exhibit-32 spoke of voters not being allowed 
to exercise their votes. Shamshad Elahi in his complaint said that 10 or 12 per- 
sons beat him with lathis. All this happened on 19tfa' February, 1967. The 
doctor’s report was about the injuries. First, it is peculiar that there was iio 
complaint about the injuries after the injury report. Secondly, there is no evi- 
dence that the assault was by the workers of Prakash Vir Shastri. Shamshad 
Elahi in his evidence mentioned the names of Sevak and Surajbhan Tyagi. These 
names were not mentioned in the complaint being Exhibit-30. In cross-examina- 
tion Shamshad Elahi was asked as to how he had obtained the names and bs 
answer was that he met the grass cutter who gave the names . It is curious that 
the grass cutter who gave the names was not examined . 

The third incident on which the appellant relied took place at Chhajjupur. 
The allegations are that on 2nd February, 1967 an election meeting was organised 
in support of the candidature of the appellant and the supporters of respondent 
Prakash Vir Shatsri created disturbance with the result that the meeting could 
not be continued and the supporters of respondent Prakash Vir Shastri are alleged 
to have chased the appellant. The High Court rightly commented on the absence 
of any report having been made by the appellant to the Election Commissioner or 
the police about the alleged occurrence. It is obvious that if the appellant had 
been chased he would have made report to the Election Commission or to the 
police. The appellant relied on the news item in the Patriot, dated 5th 
ary, 1967. The news item was referred to by Mahesh Chandra Agamal, P-^- 
14 who, however, w-as not present at the meeting at Chhajjunur. He 
referred to a conversation with the Superintendent of Police. The Senior 
Superintendent of Police was not examined. No police report was produced. 
The truth of the newspaper report was not corroborated nor was the 
in the news item proved. On the contrary, Mahesh Chandra Aganval nullified 
the news item by admitting that he was not present at the meeting. 

P.W. 18 Tejpal Singh spoke of the incident of 2nd February. 1967 and 
mentioned about the shouting of slogans and throwinc of brick-bats. P.W. 10, 
Som Prakash spoke of charge-sheet under sections 147 and 342 of the Indian 
Penal Code against certain persons. He spoke of the report of 3rd February. 
1967 and a report of 9th February', 1967. The report dated 3rd 
ary, 1967 relates to the occurrence on 2nd February'. 1967, Oihaiiuptir. The 
report of 9th February. 1967 relates to trhe aliened incident of 2nd l-ebruary, 
1967, at Chhajjupur. The witness Som Prakash P.W. 10 admitted that no investi- 
gation was made. It is significant that the name of the appellant is not mention- 
ed in either of complaints or reports. The allegations in the report arc that 
some disturbance was created and names of various persons arc mentionM as 
having tried to run towards the jeep which carried the leaders of the HcpubliMn 
Party. One of the witnesses Devi Dayal Sen. P.W. 6.3 said that when the appel- 
lant rose to speak some people pelted stones at him . 

The alleged incident at Chhajjupur is unacceptable because, first, there was 
no complaint by the appellant to the Election Commissioner, secondly, there was 
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no police case and no investigation, thirdly, the reports did not mention the name 
of the appellant as having t«en assaulted or chased and fourthly, the news item 
in the Patriot was not proved as to the truth of the contents therein . 

The fourth occurrence on which the appellant relied was at a place called 
Ophera. The appellant alleged that some persons were stopped from casting their 
votes. The appellant relied on the oral evidence of P.Ws. 58. 59 and 60. P.W. 
60 is Manzoor Ahmad, M.L.A. The other two witnesses were Durga Das and 
Ram Prasad. The appellant criticised the judgment that there was no mention 
of the name of Manzoor Ahmad. The diaries being Exhibits A-23, A-32 and 
A-29 were produced to show that the election at Ophera polling station passed 
off peacefully and therefore no one stopped any voter from casdng vote. Man- 
zoor Ahmad in his oral evidence said that he saw” people armed with lathis and 
ballams. He said that he made a complaint to the Presiding Officer and admit- 
ted in cross-examination that there was no written complaint. Manzoor Ahmad 
did not prove that any person v.'as stopped from voting. 

The fifth and the sixth occurrences on which the appellant relied took place at 
Dati3?ana and Bankhanda. It is alleged by the appellant that at Datiyana the 
agents and the supporters of respondent Priash Vlr Shastri threatened the Sche- 
duled Caste and Harijan voters and prevented them from going to the polling 
station. The all^ations about the occurrence at Bankhanda are to similar effect. 
The appellant reh'^ on Exhibit 18 which was a memorandum addressed by several 
voters who stated that they remained within the house and could not vote because 
the village Tjngi Kailash Chand threatened to kUI them if they would vote. P.W. 
65, Vireshwar Tj^agi spoke of the incidents at Nagola, Bankhanda and Hapur 
and his wife Smt. Pr^ash Vireshwar Tyagi spoke of the alleged incident at 
Datij’ana. The respondent’s witnesses denied that any person was prevented 
from casting vote at Datiyana. 

The allegations with regard to the Bankhanda were referred to by Vireshwar 
T}-agi and offier witnesses. The diary which was produced with regard to the 
polling station disproved any such incident. The diaries are Exhibits A-I9 and 
A-21.- D.W. 20, Chandoo Singh stated that he was at the polling station at 
Bankhanda and no one was stopped from exercising the right of franchise. D.Ws. 
21 and 22 also spoke of polling at Bankhanda having been peaceful. The appel- 
lant referred to religious songs which were said to be in praise of resixindent 
Prakash Vir Shastri. Mere praiseworthy songs will not be an instance of cor- 
rupt pracrics. 

All the allegations about the voters having been stepped from casting their 
franchise followed the same pattern of oral evidence. The absence of any report 
either to the Electioa Commission or to the Police authorities is an important and 
noticeable feature and therefore the oral evidence is not acceptable. 

The other allegations relied on by the appellant are that respondent Prakash 
Xlr Shastri is guilty of corrupt practice under sub-sections (3), (3-A) and (4) of 
secttior!^123 of the said Act. The appellant contended that respondent Pra- 
kash \Tr Shastri made communal propaganda against the appellant and also 
published false statements in relation to ffie personal character of the appellant. 
In aid of the contentions the appellant relied on annexures KK and MM. The 
appellant relied on the upper portion of an-exure KK in support of the conten- 
tion that the slogans amount^ to communal propaganda. The lower portion 
of annexurc KK was contended bv' the appellant to be allegations against the 
personal character of the appellant. Annexurc MM was said b\' the appellant to 
contain slogans amounting to communal propaganda against the appellant. It 
was said by the appellant that respondent Prakash Mr Shastri promoted feelings 
of enmity or hatred against the appellant and farther raised communal 
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propaganda. Tlie appellant also relied on Exhibit-22 being the editorial in Vir 
Arjun, dated 7th Februarj', 1967, in support of the contention that the editorial 
constituted communal propaganda against the appellant. 

In Guniji Sfirihari BaJircm Joratode v. Vithalrao and .others.'^ this Court 
dealt with the scope and content of sub-section (4) of section 123 of the Act. 
The Act is intended to protect freedom of speech on the one hand and to 
restrain mahcious, propaganda on' the other. The provisions contained in sub- 
section (4) of section 123 \vere said by this Court to be contravened when “any 
false allegation of fact pierces the politician and touches the person of the 
candidate”. It is the personal character and conduct of the candidate which 
is to be protected from malicious or false attacks. The statement in question 
has to be first a false statement bearing on the personal character and conduct 
of the candidate and secondly, the statement complained of must be one which 
is reasonably calculated to prejudice the prospects of the election of the person. 

Under the provisions contained in sub-section (3-A) of the said Act the 
promotion of, or attempt to promote, feelings of enmity or hatred between 
different classes of dtizens of India on grounds of religion, race, casle, community, 
or language, is the mischief which is sought to be avoided by making the same a 
corrupt practice. The sub-section further says that such promotion or attempt 
to promote enmity or hatred is for the furtherance of the election of the candidate 
or for prejudidally affecting the election of any candidate. 

The words “persona] character or conduct” were explained by this Court in 
T. K. Gang! Reddy \\.\r. C. Anjaneya Reddy and others- “to be ^uated 
with his mental or moral nature. Conduct connotes a person’s actions or 
behaviour”. Annexure KK was not proved and therefore it cannot be said to 
constitute any communal propaganda. Assuming it were proved there is no 
appeal to vote for a person on the ground of religion nor is there any appeal 
not to vote for a person on the ground of his religion. Further, the provisions 
contained in- sub-section (4) of section 123 require the publication with the 
consent of the candidate or his election agent. In the present case, annexure KK 
has not been established to be publish^ with the consent of the respondent 
Prakash Vir Shastri or his election agent. It, therefore, follows that annexure KK 
offends neither the provisions contained in sub-section (3-A) nor in sub-section 
(4) of section 123 of the Act. 

Annexure MM was said by the appellant to be a communal propaganda.. 
Annexure MM was not proved. Even if it were proved the slogans do not 
offend the provisions of either sub-section f3-A) or sub-section (4) of section 123 
of the Act. 

The publication in the newspaper ‘Vir Arjun’ Exhibit-22 to the effect that 
differences betsveen Hindus and Harijans were being spread by the supporters 
of the Republican candidate meaning thereby the appellant and if students from 
Muslim University were brought in by them then students from Ghazlabad would 
be brought into the field. The newspraper certainly was inclined in favour of 
respondent Prakash Vir Shastri but the newspaper publication .said that Prakash 
Vir Shastri would not unlike the Congress candidate preach communal hatred. 
The statements in Exhibit-22 do not make any reflection on the moral or mental 
nature of the appellant and they do not touch the personal character of the 
appellant, nor do thej' promote enmity or hatred on ground.s of religion. 

The appellant failed to prove that respondent Prakash Vir Shastri committed 
any corrupt practice in relation to the personal character and conduct cf the 

t. C.’a. N->. 177S of 1967, decided on IPih 2 {1965;' 1 S.CR- 175. 
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appellant. The newspaper publication Exhibit- 22 was an appeal on behalf of 
respondent Prakash Vir Shastri. As long as the pubhcation is not_ tainted by 
corrupt practice, such an appeal will not be an infraction of the provisions as to 
corrupt practices as contemplated in the Representation of the People Act. Sug- 
gestions that attempts are made to accentuate the differences between the Hindus 
and Harijans in the article cannot be extracted in isolation from the entire 
context. The electorate at the time of the election has to be kept in the forefront 
in judging whether the article can be said to offend the provisions relating to 
corrupt practices. The Court is to ascertain whether the statement is reasonably 
calculated to prejudice the prospects of the candidate’s election. This Court 
observed in Kiiltar Singh v. Mukliliar Siigli ‘ that in reading the documents it 
would be umealistic to ignore that when appeals are made by candidate there is 
an element of ‘partisan feeling’ and there is ‘extravagance of e.xpression in 
attacking one another’ and ‘it would be unreasonable to ignore the question as to 
what the effect of the pamphlet would be on the mind of the ordinary voter who 
reads the pamphlet’. In the light of these principles, we are of opinion that 
there is no infraction of the provisions contained in sub-sections (3-A) and (4) 
of section 123 of the Act. 

For the reasons mentioned above, this appeal fails and is dismissed with 
costs. 

V.M.K. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction). 

Present S.M. Sikrt, R.S. Bachawat and K.S, Hegde, JJ. 

J.K. Steel Ltd. • • Appellant* 

V. 

Union of India and others •• Respondents. 

Central Excises and salt Act, 1944 (I of 1944), Rems 25, 26 and 26-A and column 3 of entry 

(i) of item 26-AA — Interpretation — Manufacture of wires out of imported steel rods 

Imposition of excise duly — Levy to consist of ad valorem duty plus the excise duly 
for the time being leviable on pig iron and steel ingots as the case may — “ For the time 
being leviable ”, if indicates a rate — Column 3 of entry (i) if concerned with the actual 
ingots oat of which wires are made — Clause not concerned with whether the steel ingot 
has paid the excise duly countervailing duty or not. 

Indian Tariff Act {XdIXII of 1934), First Schedule, item No. 63 (36). 

The asscsscc manufactures iron and steel products. It manufactured wires out 
of steel rods, ^s’hich had been imported by it prior to 24tJi April, 1962. Finance 
(No. 2) Act 1962 (Act No. XX of 1962) imposed for the first time excise duty on 
the Iron and Steel Productsj and by sub-clause (j) of sub-section (2 ) of section 16 
of the said Act an amendment vas made to the fist Schedule of the Central 
Excise and Salt Act, 1944 incorporating after, Item 26-A Item 26-AA. The rele- 
vant portion of that entry- reads thus : Bars, rods, coils, tvircs — 5 per cent ad 
valorem plus the excise duty for the time being leviable on Pig Iron and Steel Ingots 
as the case may be. ° 

The short point that arises is this : What is the duty Icviab’e on the wires 
manufactured by the asscsscc out of steel rods which, had already been imported^ 
Held by {majority Hegde, J. dissenting) that the word ‘ plus ’ in the context 
indicates that the rate of duty consists of 2 parts ; one part is ad-valorem duty and 
the other is the excise duty calculated according to the formula given. In other 
words, both duties have to be levied. These words indicate that choice has to be 
m.idehetrceen trvo type-: of exci se duties — c.xchc duty Icvdablc on pigs iron or excise 

I. (1964) 7 S.C.R. 17S0 : (1965) 1 S.C.J. 565. 
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duty leviable on steel ingots. Sub-items (it), (Hi) and (iv) of Item 26-AA use the 
same set of tvords. In sub-items (v) excise duty leviable on steel ignots is only 
mentioned. This sub-item consists of steel casting. This indicates that the duty i*s 
being calculated thus, because steel castings have been made from steel ingots. 
Item 26-AA deals v.'ith iron and steel products. It seems that the context indica- 
cates t^t the -^rords “ as the case may be ” denote that the excise duty leviable 
on pig iron is to be chaiged if the product is an iron products ; if it is a steel product 
then the excise duty leviable on steel ingots is to be levied. In other svords, 
this decides the choice whether Item 25 (Pig iron) or Item 26 (steel ingots) is to 
be looked at. 

Now to come the formula “ the excise duty for the time being leviable on pig 
iron or steel ingots.” Item 26-AA (i) simply prescribes a rate of duty as the head- 
ing of colum indicates. It is not concerned with actual ingots out of which other 
articles are made. It is not concerned with whether that steel ingot has paid 
excise duty or countervailing duty or not. It is simple formula perhaps inartistic- 
ally formtilatcd. It is said that the item should be strictly construed, it being a 
taxing enactment. But no rule or principle of construction requir<s that close 
reasoning should not be employed to arrive at the true meaning of a badly drafted 
entry in an Excise Act. 

It is difficult to appreciate how the insertion of Item No. 63 (36) in the First 
Schedule of the Tariff Act or the subsequent amendment of the Indian Tariff Act, 
1934, by Indian Tariff (Amendment Act) 1963 throw any light on the interpreta- 
tion of Item 26-AA (i). Item No. 63 {36) is in respect of the same iron and steel 
products as are mentioned in item 26-AA. The effect of column 4 is to lew an 
additional customs duty equivalent to the prevalent excise duty on like articles 
produced and manufactured. In other words, if the customs duty leviable imdcr 
other entries in the Second Schedule on steel rods is ‘ D ’ an additional duty ‘ E ’has 
to be levied equal to the excise duty leviablconsteel rods, i.e., under item 26-AA. 
This has been called cotmtervailing duty. The manufacturer in India, who used 
steel rods made in India, and made wires from them was given a certain relief 
by notification No. 77 of 1962, but the manufacturer in India who used steel rods 
made abroad to make -wires was not first given this exemption. Later by amend- 
ments he -^s'as given a similar exemption The only light thro'\s’n by these amend- 
ments and the notifications is that that it is not the idea to Ie\w excise duty at 
various stages of manufactme of certain articles and tliis is achieved by issuing 
notifications giving appropriate reliefs. But if there us no relief given by notifi- 
cation the full duty at the rate mentioned in column 3 of entry (:) of Item 26-AA 
has to be paid. 

Per Hegde, J. (dissenting) : It is difficult to interpret the words ‘ for the time being 
leviable” as indicating a rate. The expression “leviable on pig iron and steel 
ingots as the case may be ” has reference to pig iron or steel ingots dutiable under 
the Act. In fiscal legislation the term “rate ” is familiar term. In fact Entry 5 
of the First Schedule dealing -with salt speaks of “ rate fixed annually be a Central 
Act”. Therefore it would have been to easiest tiling for the Parliament to 
convey its intention without ambiguity. At this stage it may also be noted that 
the clause in question refers to “ the excise duty ” and not excise duty in general. 
The definite article “ the ” lias considerable significance. It refers to some parti- 
cular excise duty. If the second part of the clause merely refers to a rate then the 
article “ the ” has no place in that context. The. expression ‘ the excise duty for 
time being leviable ” by neecssaty implication refers to an article dutiable under 
the Act. That must necessarily be the article which is one of the components of 
the article on which duty is sought to be levied. In the instant case tliat must be 
the steel ingot used in the products of the “ vdres ”, 

For the purpose of interpreting the clause in question, reference may also be made 
to entry 63 (36) in the First Schedule to the TariffAct.It may be remembered that, 
that entry as vs’cll as entry 26-AA in the First Schedule of the Act were enacted 
simultaneously under Finance Act, (No. 2J of 1962. Both these entries came into 
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, I . Anril iq62. The Act and the Tariff Act 

force on the sanae are legislations tvhichare pari maUria. 

^copa.e!.^isUUons. .„d 

Tixj form one ^ J ',h,r. It U proper to assnme from the smound- 

as interpreting and entries were introduced in pursuance of a com- 
ing circumstances, that th-.e tw articles listed in Entry 26-AA ivhether 

mon purpose, t^t purpo^ p^^fron or Steel Ingot or made out of imported Pig 
produced out of indigenous ^ig amount of dut\\ Evidently in order to 

Iron or Steel Ingot ^ ^ of indigenous material as weU as imported 

equaUse the duly of °SchedSe to the Tariff Act svas enacted. In 

”*?rti>Sl 7 ha e'lS countervailinE duty nnd not additional doty. 

The effect of the Finance thT.Tct £°hfS“ 

hsned for foe ??'!»« S coW 3 of Item 06-AA on pig iron 

duty IS leviable at the ra of the article on which duty under Entry 26-AA 

or steel ingot used m the pro duty or countervailing emtom 

is sought to be le\ ied but to material used in the manufacture of any of that 

duty had been paid onj of th^s^tma^dm^^^^^^^^ 

article, the same is mpt. Icwable on Pig Iron or Steel Ingots 

speaks of ‘ the o the^ciS duty payable on the Pig Iron or Steel 

as the case imy be .^,0 article dutiable under that item. From the 

Ingots med in ^lat the wires which are the subject-matter of the Ivey 

SiS -^not nable m pay the duty in dispute in this c.^e. 

Appcnl by f “o?l« 

^v-DdhrfoCcnmi'EndseRer-isionAppUcationNo.iSCSofipb?- 

y T- C d c rnhfe Senior iidvocates (RameshwarJ^’^alh znd Mahinder Jiaramf 

for Ap^ltoh (5 y Advoente, rv-ith him), for 

Respondents. 

The Court delivered the foUosving Jugments 

C-I_- - mrrhn-rnt 7 acTCcins) :— I have had the advantage of reading the 
Sihrj, J., {Be , ^ ’tt° J T ivhile I agree ss-ith him that there is no 

draft judgment ^di^ced on behalf of the assessee, in my opinion 

force in the P^^^' the excise duty svas levied correctly as 
C in ifr order deed end November, rgSy. 

The facts arc fullv set out in the judgment of Hedge, J., It is only necessary 
\ f-cts in order to make this judgment readable. The assessee 
S.-Suirii iron and steel products. It manufactured ^mes out of steel rods .vhich 
l^d b “m imoorted by it prior to 24th .\pnl 1962. Item 26-i^ was added to the 
Fim Schedule of the Central Excises and Salt Aa, 19^ (I of 1944 -her«naftcr 
refSr^ to as the Excise Act-by Finance Act (h-o. 2) of 1962 (XX of 1962) 
^v^th effect from 24th April, 1962. This reads as under . 

“ -pS- \A IRON OR STEEL PRODUCTS, THE FOLLOWTNG, NAMELY : 
fi) B roads, coils wires, joists, girders Five per-cent, ad talonm^ plus the^ excise 
angles, channels, tecs, flats, beams, 
zeds, through, piling and all other rol- 
led, fored or extruded shap« and sec- 
tions, not othens-ise specified. 

Hi) plates and sheets, other than pla- 
tes and sheets intended for tinniiig, 
and hoops, and stripe, all sorts, in- 
cluding galvanised or corrugated p.a- 
tes and sheets. 


duty for the time being Ic\-iable on 
pig iron or steel ingots, as the case 
may be. 

Se\‘en and a half per cent, ad valorem 
plus the excise duty for the time being 
leviable on pig iron or steel ingots, 
as the case may be. 




THE SUPREME COURT jotMAL 


am 


(///) Uncoatcd plates and sheets intend- 
ed for tinning. 


(iV) Pipes and tubes (including blanks, 
therefor) all sorts, whether rolled 
forged, spun, cast, drawn, annealed, 
welded or extruded 

(v) All other steel castings, not other- 
wise specified 


Seven and a half per cent, ad valorm 
plus the excise duty for the time being 
leviable on pig iron or steel ingots, 
as the case may be. 

Five per cent, ad valorem plus the excise 
duty for the time being leviable on big 
iron or steel ingots, as the case may be. 

Five percent, ad valorem plus the excise 
duty for the time being leviable on 
steel ingots.” 


The short point that arises is this: What is the duty leviable on the wires manu- 
factured by the assessec out of steel rods which had already been imported ? For 
the time beine I will ignore notifications issued under rule 8 (i) of the rules made 
xmder the Excise Act,‘and the amendments made by the Finance Act (No. 2) of 1962, 
and Indian Tariff (Amendment Act) 1963 (III of 1963) to the Indian Tariff Act,i934. 

“ Wires ” are mentioned in item No. 26-AA (t). Tlicrefore sve have to scruti- 
nize the third column of item 26-AA (i) for the rate of duty. Three points need 
clarification: 

(a) What is the meaning of or inference derivab'c from the ^vord ‘ plus ’? 

(b) "Wliat is the meaning of the formula “ the excise duty for the time being 
leviable on pig iron or steel ingots ?” 

(c) What is the import of the words “ as the case may be ? ” 

The word ‘ plus ’ in the context indicates that the rate of duty consists of 2 
parts: one part is duty and the other is the excise duty calculated accord- 

ing to the formula given. In other words, both duties have to lie levied. I svill 
presently discuss what the formula means but this is clear that the third column 
contemplates one dut)', consisting of two parts, loeing levied. 

Before I discuss the meaning of the formula it will clarify matters if the import 
of the words “ as the case may be ” is first a'certained. These words indicate that 
a choice has to be made between two types of excise duties — o circ duty leviable on 
pig iron or excise duty leviable on steel ingots. Sub-items (fi), (///) and {iv) of 
item 26-AA use the same set of words. In Sub-item (v) excise duty leviable on 
steel ingots is only mentioned. This sub-item consists of steel casting. This 
indicates that the duty is being calculated thus because steel castings Juivc been 
made from steel ingots. Item 26-AA deals with iron and steel products. It seems 
to me tliat the context indicates tliat the words “ as the case may be ” dcnctc 
that the excise duty leviable on pig iron is to be charged if the product is an iion 
product; if it is a steel product then the excise duty leviable on steel ingots is Vo be 
levied In other words, this decides tlit choice whether item 25 (Pig iron) or item 26 
(steel ingots) is to be looked at. Although I was not cniighteneff on the point 
by Counst 1 during the course of the hiring, I have no doubt that the excise Depart- 
ment and the trade know how to distinguish a steel product from an iron product. 
If there is a dispute on the point it tvill have to be resolved in the future. 

Now to come to the formula “ the excise duty for the time being Icviabit on 
pig iron or steel ingots.” Let me give a simple problem in order to iUurtratc the 
points which ari.-c under this head of inquiiy. “ A ” manufacturej a steel ingot 
“X’ in ^Iay ig6i in Jamshedpur. He pa}-s excise duty on it in May 1961 as he 
removes it out of the factory. Its v.aluc is determined at the whohsalc cash prict 
at the tim.. of removal in accordance with section 4 of the Excise Act. Steel ingot 
‘X’ is sold to a manufacturer “ B ” in Faridabad, tvlio manufactures steel rods 
(‘ Y ’ & ‘ Z ’) out of it in May 1962 and removes them in May 19G2. What is 
the excise duty payable on stce’ rods Y ’ & ‘ Z ’) ? Ad ralorar. duty is easy to 
calculate. IVIiat alxmf the additional duty ? We know that the steel ingote ‘ X’ 
has paid excise duty. But this docs not make any difference. Tlic additionrj duty 
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has still to be calculated under the formula. It is ako plain that no excise duty is 
strictly leviable under sections 3 and 4 of the Excise .A.ct on Steel Ingot ‘X’ as such. 
Not only tliat it does not exist any longer but duty on it has already been paid and 
further no duty ^vouid be le\'iablc under section 4 for it ^vas removed from the 
factory long time ago in iMay 1961. Therefore, it is clear tliat the formula carmot 
be concerned with the particular ingot ‘X’ at all. It seems to me that what it is 
concerned with is the duty' leviable ona hx-pothctical Steel Ingot if it liadbcen manu- 
factured or removed at the same time as the steel rods ( ‘ Y’ & ‘ Z ’) ^verc manu- 
factured or removed. In the example given above, under the formula the cxdse 
duty leviable under item 26 in May 1962, would have tc be charged, i.e., 39.35 per 
metric torme. The weight to be taken into consideration •ivould be the "weight of 
steel rods ‘ Y' ’ & ‘ Z ’ and not of the Steel Ingot ‘X’ out of which they were made. 

It seems to me that this is the true interpretation of col umn 3 of Item 26-/\A (t). 
It simply prescribes a rate of duty as the heading of column indicates. ' It is not 
. concerned -^vith actual ingots out of "ivhich other articles arc made. It is not con- 
cerned "with whether that Steel Ingot has paid excise duty or countervailing duty 
or not. It is a simple formula perhaps in artistically formulated. It is said that 
the item should be strictly construed, it being a taxing enactment. But no rule or 
principle of construction requires that close reasoning should not be employed to 
arrive at the true meaning of a badly drafted entry in an Excise Act. I believe 
I am not stretching the language of the entry against the subject, but it appears to 
me that in the context of the scheme of the Excise Act this is the only reasonable 
construction to give the entry. 

If it is p>ermissible to look at the notifications issued by the Central Government 
tvhich have given reliefs of various kinds, they seem to me to proceed on the inter- 
pretation wliich I have given above. It trill be noted that they do not exempt the 
article from the le\y of duty; they give relief which may in a particular case be the 
excise duty or countervailing duty let'ied on the article out of tvhich the assessed 
article has been manufactured. 

To revert to the example given by me above, notification No. 70 of 1962 dated 
24th April, 1962, "^vould exempt manufacturer ‘B’ from so much of the duty of 
excise leviable on steel rods as is equivalent to the duty leviable under item 26 
Therefore, reading entry 26-AA (i) with this notification, manufacturer ‘B ’ does 
not pay the tvholc of the duty leviable on steel rods Y ’ & ‘ Z ’) under 
column 3 (item 26-.AA) because the Steel Ingot which he has used had already paid 
the appropriate amount of duty'. 

I am not able to appreciate how the insertion of Item No. 63 (36) in the First 
Schedule of the Tariff Act or the subsequent amendment of the Indian Tariflf Act, 
1934, by Indian Tariff (.Amendment Act) 1963 thxow any light on the interpreta- 
tion of item 26-.At\ (i). Item No. 63 (36) is in respect of the same iron and steel 
products as arc mentioned in Item 26-.AA. Coltunn 4 (standard rate of duty-) 
•reads; 

“The excise duty for the time being leviable on like articles if produced or 
manufactiurcd in India, and where such duty' is leriabic at different rates the 
highest duty and the duty so les’iablc shall be in addition to the duty "vvhich would 
have been levied if this cntiy had been inserted.” 

The cffx:t of this entry is to le\y an additional customs duty equis-alcnt to the pre- 
valent e.xdse duty on like artidcs produced and manufactured. In other words, 
if the customs duty leviable under other entries in the Second Schedule on steel 
rods is ‘ D an additional duty' ‘E ’ has to be levied equal to tire excise duty leviable 
-on steel rods, i.e., under item 26-.AA. Tliis has been called countervailing dutv. 

The m.anufacturer in India, v.'ho used steel rods made in India, and made trircs 
. from them was given a certain relief by notification No. 77 of 1962, but the manu- 
facturer in India '.vho used steel rods made abroad tc make trircs teas not first civen 
this exemption. Later -^by a.mcndmcnts he ss-as gb-cn a similar exemption. "^The 
•Central Excise Manual (Seventh Edition) at page 123 states the position thus: 
s c J— -105 
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• " 26-AA (2) Ijon or steel products falling under item No. 26-AA; if made 
from another article falling under the said item or item No. 63 (36) of the First 
Schedule to the Indian Tariff Act, (XXXII of 1934) and having already 
paid the appropriate amount of excise or countervailing ctistoms duty, arc the 
case may be, are exempt with effect from 24th April, 1962, from so much of the 
duty of excise as is equivalent to the excise or countervailing customs duty payable 
on the said article — vide Government of India, Ministry of Finance (Department 
of Ret'enue) Notification No. 89 of 1962 Central Excises, dated lotlr May, 1962, 
(issued in supersession of Notification No. 77 of i962 — Central Excises* dated 
24th April, 1962, as further amended by Notifications No. 93 of 1962 — Central 
Excises dated 26th May, 1962 and No. 225 of 1962 Central Excises, dated 29th 
December, 1962.” 

The only light throssm by these amendments and the notifications referred to above 
is that that it is not the idea to levy excise duty at various stages of manufacture of 
' certain articles and this is achieved by issuing notifications giving appropriate reliefs. 
-But if there is no relief given bj' notification the full duty at the rate mentioned in 
column 3 of entry (i) of item s6-AA has to be paid. 

In the result the appeal fails and is disnussed tvith costs. 

Hegde, J . — This is an appeal by gjecial appeal leave. It is directed against 
the order of the Gkivemment of India in No. 1323 of 1967 dated 2nd November, 
1967, rejecting the appellant’s application for refund of the excise duty paid by him 
under protest. 

In order to appreciate the controversy betsveen the parties it is necessary to set 
out the material facts. The ajjpellant is a Company having a factory at Rishara 
in the State of West Bengal. It manufactures, among other items. Iron and Steel 
Products such as Jute Baling Hoops, Wire Ropes, Cold Rolled Strips, Chain Pulley 
Blocks, Electric Hoists etc. Between December, 1961 -and Januaiy, 1962 the 
appellant received various consignments of imported High Carbon Steel Wire Rods. 
Its openina: stock of imported High Cerbon Steel Wire Rods on 24 th April, 1962, was 
2788.401 metric tons. As before, the appellant manufactured wires from those steel 
rods even after 24th April, 1962. 

Finance (No. 2) Act (XX of 1962) imposed for the first time excise duty 
on the Iron and Steel Products; and by sub-clause (S) of sub-section (2) of 
section rfi of the said Act an amendment was made to the first Schedule of the 
Central Excise and Salt Act, 1944 (hereinafter referred to as the Act) incorporating 
after item 26-A, item zS-AA. The relevant portion of that entry reads thus: 

Iron or Steel Products. 

The follotving namely : 

(i) Bars, rods, coils, tvires, joists, girders, 5 per cent, cd valcTcm plus tlie 
angles, channels, tecs, fiats beams, excise duty for the time 

ze&, trough, piling and all other being Ict-iablc on Pig Iron 

rolled, forged or extruded shapes and Steel Ingots as the 
and section not otherwise specified. case may be. 

Pig Iron and Steel Ingots were already subject to excise duty under Items Nos. 25 
and 26 in the First Schedule of the Act. The rate of duty in the case of the former 
at the material time was Rs. 10 pet metric tonne and that of the latter R$. 30/35 
per metric tonne. The ncnvly imposed duty under Item n6-AA came into force on 
24tli April, 1962. The Collector of Central Excise, WcstBcng.-!!, Calcutta by a 
Trade Notice, Central Excise No. 32 — ^Iron and Steel Products 2 of 1962 dated 
Calcutta the i6th May, 1962, notified the procedure to be followed. 

By Notification No. 70 of 1962 dated 24th April, 1962, issued in cxercifc of the 
powers conferred by rule 8 (1) of tlte rules framed under the Act (to be herein.ifter 
referred 10 as the rules), the Central Government exempted Iron and Steel Producu 
falling under Item 26-A.A, if made from Pig Iron or Steel Ingots on which the appro- 
priate amount of excise duty has already been paid, from so much of the duty oftb.e 
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excise leviabie thereon as is equivalent to the duty leviable xmder Item 25 or 26 as 
the case may be. 

On the same day as per Notification No. 77 of 1962, the Central Government 
exempted Iron and Steel Products falling under sub-items (2), (3), (4) and (5) of 
Item 26-AA, if made from articles which have already paid die appropriate duty of 
e.xcise xmder sub-item (i) of the said Item, from so niuch of the duty of excise as is 
equivalent to the duty pa>-able xmder the sub-item (i ) . Finance (No! 2) Act of 1 962 
by section 15 amended the First Schedule of the Tariff Act by adding Item No. 63 
(36) which deals with imported Iron and Steel Products. The second column of 
that entry- mentions the various Iron and Steel Products included therein. The 
items included therein are the very- items set out in Item 26-.AA of the First Schedule 
to the Act. The third column of that Item xs-hich specifies the lexy reads thus: 

“ The excise duty for the time being leviable on like articles if produced or 
manufactxired in India, and where such duty is leviable at difierent rates the 
highest duty so leviable shall be in.addition to the duty xvhich would have been, 
levied if this entry had not been inserted.” 

On loth May, 1962, the Government issued a fresh Notification (No. 89 of 1962) 
xmder rule 8 (i) oftherxiles in supersession of the Notification No. 77 of 1962 dated 
24th April, 1962. By that Notification, the Government exempted with effect 
from 24th April, 1962, Iron and Steel Products falling xmder Item 26-AA if made 
from another article falling xmder the said Item and haxing already paid the appro- 
priate amoxmt of duty from so much of the duty of excise as is equivalent to the duty 
payable on the said article. 

On the same day namely loth May, 1962, the Government issued yet another 
Notificaticn (Notification No. 90 of 1962) xmder rxile 8 (i) xmder which it c.xempted 
Iron and Steel Products falling xmder Item 26-.A.A. specified in colximn 2 of the table 
annexed to the Notification if made from Pig Iron or Steel Ingots on which appro- 
priate amount of excise duty has already been paid, from so much of the duty of 
e.xcisc leviable on such products as in excess of the duty corresponding entiy in 
column 3 of the said table. (IVirc) the product xs-ith xvhich xec arc concerned in 
this case is also included in the table. That Notification contains a prox-iso xvhich 
sa>-s: 

“ Prox-ided that if the products are made from Pig Iron and Steel Ingots on 
which appropriate amoxmt of duty has not been paid the excise duty for the time 
being Ie\-iable on Pig Iron or Steel Ingots as the case may be shall *be payable in 
addition to the duties specified in the appropriate entry in column 3 of the' table ” 

On 20th December, 1962, the Government issued yet another Notification Under 
rule 8 (i) amending the Notification No. 89 of 1962 issued on loth May, 106'’ In 
the place of xs-ords “ If made from another article falling under the said item* and 
hax-ing already paid the appropriate amount of duty from so much of the dutv of 
c-xcise as is equix-alent to the duty payable on the s'aid article,” the foUoxvnne was 
substituted: * 

“ If made from another article falling under the said Item cr Item No 62 
of the First Schedule to the Indian Tariff Act (XXXII of 1034). and haring 
already paid the appropriate amount of excise or counterx-aifin^ cxistcm dutv 
as the case may be from so much of the duty of excise as is equix-alent to the c.xdse 
or countervailing cxistom duty pax-able on the said article”. 

By Indian Tariff (.Amendment .Act 1963) (Act III of 1963) tffectivcTrom- the o-tl, 
Januaty, 1963, the Indian Tariff .Act 1934 x\-as amended and after xcct-on ^ 
folloxving section x\-as interested namely : 


2 (c) (0 ■ Any article xvhich is imported into India shall be liab’c to custom 
duty equal to the c.xcisc duty for the time being Icx-iable on a like article if produced 
or manufactured in India. ^ 


Rx}Icr.c&r. :— In this sub-section the expression ” the excise dutv for the t^me 
being Icx-iable on a like article if proauced or manufactxired in India ” means the 
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excise duty for the time being in force which would be leviable on a like article if 
produced or manufactured in India or if a like article is not so produced or manu- 
factured, which would be leviable on the class or description of articles to which 
the imported article belongs and where such duty is leviable at different rates, 
the highest duty. 

(2) The customs duty referred to in sub-section (i) shall be in addition to 
any duty imposed under this Act or under any other law for the time being in 
force.” 

'On or after 24th April, 1962, the appellants cleared from their warehouse vdres 
produced from the aforementioned imported Steel Rods after obtaining the required 
permission from the excise authorities and after paying the duty assessed. On those 
wires, duty was assessed without taking into consideration “ the excise duty for 
the time being leviable on Pig Iron and Steel Ingots as the case may be.” At that 
time the Central Excise authorities proceeded on the basis that on the stock of wire 
in question only ad valorem duty had to be levied and not “ excise duty for the time 
being leviable on Pig Iron or Steel Ingots as the case may be.” On 21st March, 
1962, the Inspector of Central Excise attached to M/s. J. K. Steel Ltd., Rishara 
issued the following notice; 

COLLECTORATE OF CENTRAL EXCISE 
WEST BENGAL 

No. 6 Range RIS. 1 . 

Date 21-3-1963 Girclc-CGR. 

Notice of Demand for duty imder rule 9 (2) of C.E.Rules, i 944 * 

To 

M/s. J. K. Steel Ltd., Rishara, 

Hooghly. 

Take notice that on behalf of the Central Government, I hereby demand pay- 
ment by you of the sum of Rs. 4,18,801-30 nP. (Rupees four lacs eighteen thousand 
• eight hundred one and paise thirty only) within ten dai-s from the date hereof. 

Particulars of Demands. 


Steel Ingot Duty 
on Hoops. 


Quantity Hale of Amount of duty 

duly. iroolced. 


-do- Strips 
-do- Wire 


6932.964 

M.T. 

92t-937 

M.T. 

2788.00 


39-36 nP. Rs. 2,72,812-13 
per M.T. 

-do- Rs. 36,278-22 


-do- Rs. 1,09,710-95 


Total .. Rs, 4,18,801-30 


No. VI/5-A/I & S/JKS/CE/63/183 dated 21-3-1963. 

Sd/. 

Inspector I/C Central Excise 
M/s.J.K. Steel Ltd., Risliam. 

The appellants objected to the demand in question as per their letter of 2ph 
March, 1963. Tlicy con tended that they had not contravened rule 9 (2) of tlie rules 
nor was there any short levy. As per his letter of 26th August, 1963, tlic Assist.int 
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Collector of Central Excise Calcutta 4th Division confined the demand to that 
made under serial No. 3 of the notice. The appellants paid the same under protest 
and thereafter took up the matter in appeal to the Collector of Central Excise who- 
dismissed their appeal as per his order of 19th March, 1964, wth these observations:. 

" The crucial point of this appeal is whether countervailing import duty was 
paid by the appellants on the imported steel rods from svhich steel wres were 
manufactured. The appellants could not produce any documents in support 
of their argument that either import duty or Countervailing duty equivalent to- 
Steel Ingot rate was paid by them on the iron rods from which steel wires were 
drasvn. Such duty is leviable on steel rods urider tariff item No. 26-AA. As 
no such duty on steel rods was paid by the appellants, countervailing duty equi- 
valent to Steel Ingot duty has, therefore, to be paid.” 

As against the order of the Collector, the appellants went up in revision to the 
Central Government. The Central Government allowed the revision petition to 
some extent. This is svhat the Central Government ordered: 

“ The Government of India have carefully considered all the points raised 
by the petitioners but see no reason to interfere with the Collectors stated that 
the Steel Wires manufitcftrretf out of steel nire rods imported prior to 24th April,. 

1962, on which no counter\-ailing duty was paid, and cleared during the period,, 
from 24th April, 1962 to loth August, 1963, were subject to full duty as then, 
leviable under Item 26-AA (i) of Central ^cise Tariff. 

However the demand for differential duty initially made on 2nd March, 1963: 
and subsequently amended vide the Assistant Collector’s order dated 26th August^ 

1963, shall be restricted to the clearance effected during the 3 months period prior 
to the initial ser\-ice of demand on 21st March, 1963, that is to say, upto 21st 
December, 1962, only as per the provisions of Rule 10 of Central Excise Rules, 
1944, which was applicable to tWs case. The demand in respect of clearances 
efected prior to 21st December, 1962, is hcrebyset aside and consequential refund 
shall be granted to the petitioners. 

Subject to the above modifications, the revision application is other^vise rejec- 
ted.” 

Aggrieved by that order, the appellants have brought this appeal. The questions- 
that arise for decision in this appeal are: 

(1) What is the true scope of entry No. 26-AA of the First Schedule to th& 

Act ? 

(2) In considering the scope of the said entry, can the Notifications issued 
by the Government on or after 24th April, 1962; can be taken into consideration 2 

(3) Is the demand barred by limitation under rule 10 of the rules ? 

One other question had been raised in the grounds of appeal namely that the order 
of the Central Government is \-itiatcd as it had contravened the principles of natural 
justice. That contention was not pressed at the hearing. In the context of this 
case that contention loses much of its significance. If -wc accept the appellant’s- 
contention as regards the scope of entrj’ 26-AA then tliat the Government’s order is 
illegal is immaterial. If on the other hand wc accept the interpretadon placed by 
the Revenue on that entiy' remand of the case to Central Government serves no- 
purposc. 

I shall now proceed to consider the questions c.ariicr formulated for decision. 

According to tlic assessec the true import of tlic clause in column 3 of entry- 
26-.A.tV is that goods mentioned in column 2 of that entry' arc dutiable at 5 percent, 
ci yalorm plus the excise duty for the time being leriablc under the Act on Pig 
Iron or Steel Ingot used in the production of these goods., Sliri A. K. Sen, the learned 
Counsel for the .assessec urged that tliat the expression Ics-iablc in that clause means 
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leviable under the Act; in other ^vords dutiable imder die Act; the words ‘ Pig 
Iron ’ and ‘ Steel Ingots ’ referred to therein is the Pig Iron or the Steel Ingot used 
in manufactm-e of the articles on which duty is sought to be levied; othennse the 
word leviable becomes inappropriate. In other words according to him the second 
limb of the levy under that clause is attracted only when any Pig Iron or Steel Ingot 
•dutiable under the Act is used in the manufacture of any article dutiable under 
■sub-clause (i) of entry 26-AA. As the steel bars used in manufacturing the ‘ wires ’ 
avith which we are concerned in this case were not made out of Steel Ingot dutiable 
under the Act, as they were imported bars, that part of the levj' is not attracted 
-on those •wires. 

The contention for the Revenue is that the ciqiression “ the excise duty for 
the time being leviable on Pig Iron or Steel Ingot as ^e case may be ” sets out only 
a measure; the rate at which the duty is leviable; it has no reference to any particular 
material; it is merely a yardstick. The argument of Dr. Syed Muhammad, learned 
'Counsel for the Revenue proceed thus: 

The entrj' in question deals wth Uvo classes of products iron products 

•and steel products. The assessing authority has first to decide svhether a particular 
.article is an iron product or steel product. If he comes to the conclusion that it is 
3, steel product then he should assess the duty payable firstly by determining the 
ad valorem duty payable on it, thereafter he must find out its weight in meric 
tons and add to the ad valorem duty the amount payable as excise duty under cntrr 26 
of the First Schedule on Steel Ingot of that weight. 

If the intention of the Parliament was as suggested by the learned Counsel 
■tor the Revenue then column 3 should have read thus: 

" 5 per cent, ad valorem plus excise duty at the rate for the time being leviable 
on Pig Iron or Steel Ingots as the case maybe.” 

It is difficult to interpret the words “for the time being leviable ” as indicating a 
rate. The experssion “ leviable on Pig Iron and Steel Ingots as the case may be ” in 
my opinion has referrence to Pig Iron or Steel Ingots dutiable under the Act. In 
ffiscal legislation the term “ rate ” is a familiar term. In fact entry 5 of the First 
Schedule dealing ■with salt speaks of “rate fixed annually by a Central Act. 
Therefore it -would have been the easiest thing for the Parbament to convey its 
intention without ambiguity. At this stage it may also be noted that the cla-usc in 
■question refers to “ the excise duty ” and not excise dutj' in general. The definite 
.article “the” has considerable significance. It refers to some particular excise 
•duty. If the second part of the cla-usc merely refers-to a rate then the article “ the 
has no place in that context. 

It -was urged on behalf of the Revenue that to accept the contention of the 
.asscssec and to hold that the second part of the clause refers to the Steel Ingc^ 
■used in the production of the “ wires ” is to read into the clause the words “ used 
-in the production of the article in question.” It was said that such a construction 
is impermissible. Therefore ■sve should not accede to that contention. I am not 
prepared to accept tliat reasoning. In fact in my opinion to accept the construc- 
tion contended for on behalf of the Revenue, it would be necessary for tis to include 
the ^vords at the rate” after the words “ excise duty ” and before the words “ for 
■the time being.” No such difficultj' arises if we accept the interpretation placed 
Tjy the assessee on that clause. The expression “ the excise duty for the time being 
leviable” by necessary implication refers to an article dutiable under the Act. 
That must necessarily be the article which is one of the components of the article 
■on which duty is sought to be levied. In the instant case that must be the Steel 
Ingot used in the production of the “ wires ” with which we are concerned in tliis 
•Case. 

As laid down by this Court in G. A. Abraham v. I. T.O., Kollqjcm arJ cn cthcr'^ — • 

I. (1061) t An. W'.R. (S.C.) 183: (1961)1 i 96 t J. 0.609=161 2. 
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" In interpreting''' a fiscal statute the Court caimot proceed to make good, 
deficiencies if there may be any; the Court must interpret the statute as it stands 
and in case of doubt in a maimer favourable to the tax payer.” 

This Court also laid do-ivTi in Gommissiorsr of Income-tax v. Kcramchand Premchand Lid. 
Ahr^dahad^, that if there is any ambiguity of language in fiscal statute, benefit of 
that ambiguitj' must be given to the assessee. At this stage I am tempted to recall 
to my mind ^e well kno^TO observations of Lord Russel of Killowen in Inland 
Revenue Commissioners v. Duke of Westminster- viz., 

“ I confess that I viCTV -^rith disfavour the doctrine that in taxation cases the 
subject is to be taxed if in accordance with a Court’s view of what it considers 
the substance of the transaction, the Court thinks that the case falls ^vithin the 
contemplation or spirit of the statute. The subject is not taxable by inference or 
by analogy, but only by the plain words of a statute applicable to the facts and 
circumstances of this case.*’ 

About a centmy ago Lord Cairns in Partington v. The Attorn^ General^ observed : 

‘‘As I understand the principle of all fiscal legislation it is this; If the person 
sought to be taxed comes within the letter of the lase he must be taxed however, 
great the hardship may appear to the judicial mind to be. On the other hand, 
if the Croivn, seeking to recover the tax cannot bring the subject within the letter 
of the law, the subject is free, hosvever apparently svithin the spirit of the law 
the case might otherwise appeared to be.” 

Unless I am satisfied that the only reasonable interpretation, that can be placed 
on the clause in col. 3 of entry 26-AA is- that placed fay the Revenue, it is not possi- 
ble to justify the impugned levj’. 

There is yet another difficulty in accepting the interpretation tried to be placed 
by the Re\'enue on entry afi-.AA. Accorffing to books on steel making Pig iron is 
the .intermediate form through which almost all Iron must pass in the manufacture 
of steel. (see'“ The 2 \Iaking, Shipping and Treating of Steel ” edited by Harold 
E. hfegannon at page 384) . Therefore every steel product is also an iron product. 
If the second part of the clause in column 3 of entry 26-.AA. refers to a rate and not 
the dutj’- leviable on the material used in the manuFacturc of the dutiable article 
.under that entrj' then question arises -whether the rate in question is that at which 
duty is le\*iable on Steel Ingot or that leviable on Pig Iron. That part of the clause 
refers to two different materials dutiable at different rates. If on the other hand it 
refers to the material from which the article on which dut%' is sought to be levied is 
made — tlie proximate ra'W naterial and not the material from which that raw 
material is made, then there is no difficulty in finding out the amount. 

Dr. Syed Afuhammad was not able to tell us hors* the assessing authorities 
■classify articles into Iron products and Steel products. It is not his case that there 
is any recognised basis for doing so. It is also not his case that there is any pres- 
cribed procedure for dedding that question. ' His explanation that it is done on 
-the basis of the practice prevailing in the trade is far from satiriactoiy. He svns 
not able to tell us how ss'c can ascertain that practice or what that practice is. If 
Ms contention is correct then the power of the assessing authorities to determine the 
nature of an article is an arbitrary power. It is undefined and unguided. The 
determination may vaiy from officer to officer. It is doubtful whether such a 
power is a \*aild power. That apart Legislature is not likely to liave conferred such 
an arbitnuy power on the authorities. That difficulty will not arise if the duty 
imdcr the second limb of the levy in coliunn 3 of cntr\’ 26-.AA is determined on the 
basis of the actual material used. 

For the purpose of interpreting the clause in question, reference may also be 
made to cntiy 63 (36) in the First Schedule to the Tariff -‘^ct. It may be remembered 


i. (icSs) 3 S.dR. 727, at p. 742 : (1060) 
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that that entrj' as well as entry 26-AA in the First Schedule of the Act were enacted 
simultaneously under Finance (No. 2) Act, 1962. Both these entries came into 
force on the same day namely on 24th April 1962. The Act and the Tariff Act 
are cognate legislations. In other words they are legislations which are pari materia. 
They form one code. They must be taken together as forming one system and as 
interpreting and enforcing each other. It is proper to assume from the surrounding 
circumstances, that these two entries were introduced in pursuance of a common 
piupose, that purpose being that the articles listed in entry 26-AA whether pro- 
duced out of indigenous Pig Iron or Steel Ingot or made out of imported Pig Iron 
or Steel Ingot must bear the same amount of duty. If the interpretation placed 
on entry 26-AA by the learned Counsel for the assessee is accepted then it would 
be seen that that entry by itself would not impose tlie duty contemplated by the 
second part of the clause in column 3 of entry 26-AA on imported Pig Iron or 
Steel Ingot Evidently in order to equalise the duty on articles made out of indi- 
genous material as well as imported material entry 63 (36) of the First Schedule to 
the Tariff Act was enacted. In other •words that entry imposes countervailing duty 
and not additional duty. It was conceded by the learned Counsel for the Revenue 
that the duty levied under entry 63 (36) of the First Schedule of the Tariff Act is 
only a countervailing duty. If that be so, that duty cannot be considered as an addi- 
tional duty over and above the duty imposed under entry 26-AA of the First Schedule 
of the Act. But it would be an additional duty if the interpretation of entry 26-AA 
canvassed on behalf of the . Revenue is accepted because according to the 
Revenue the rate prescribed in tht entry is equally applicable to all articles men- 
tioned therein whether manufactued from indigenous or imported material. 
If that be so the duty collected under entry 63 (36) of the First Schedule under the 
Tariff Act will be an additional duty and not a countervailing duty. It is true that 
despite entry 26-AA of the First Schedule to the Act and entry 63(36) of the Firet 
Schedule oftheTariffActifPig Iron or Steel Ingot imported before 24th Aprih 
1962, is used in the manufacture of an article dutiable under entry 26-AA only the 
ad valorem duty prescribed under that entrj' can be levied on that article. It may be 
that the Legislature intended it to be so or there is a lacima in the provision. In 
either case the effect is the same. 

I now come to the question whether in interpreting a taxing entry I can take 
any aid from the various steps taken by the Department in implementing that levy. 

I have earlier referred to a large number of Notifications issued under rule 8 (i) of 
the rules. The parties have also produced before us the instructions issued by the 
Department on i6th May, 1962 in the matter of implementation of entry 26-AA. 

I have now to see whether any aid can be taken from these instructions as well as 
the Notifications for finding out the true scope of entry 26-AA. 

So far as the instructions issued by the Department arc concerned there is hardly 
any doubt that the same are wholly irrelevant. In Craies on Statute I.aw, Sixth 
Edition at page 131 it is stated : 

“ Explanatory notes regarding the working of an Act issued by a Govrrrlmcnt 
department for the assistance of their officials arc inadmissible for the puipoic of 
construing the Act.” 

The same conclusion tvas arrived at by this Court in Commissioner of Income-tax, Madras 
v. K. Srintvasan and K. Gopalan^. At pages 502-503 of that report it is observed : 

“He (learned Counsel for the assessee), however, drew our attention to the 
directions contained in the Income-tax Alanual in force for a number of years and 
contended that the department itself placed on sub-sections (3) and (4) of scctViu 
25 the same construction as was placed on thrm by the Senior Judge in the 
High Court and that ssris the true construction of these tivo sub-sections. Tins 
argument in our opinion, lias no validity . The department cliangcd its view subse- 
quently and amended the manual. The interpretation placed by the dcpaitmcnt 
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OVL these sub-sections cannot be considered to be a proper guide in a matter like 
thi s svhen the construction of a statute is involved." 

Therefore I have to exclude from consideration the instructions issued by the 
GoTCmment. 

This takes me to the Notifications issued by the Government under rule 8 (i) 
of the rules. Under section 38 of the Act all rules made and notifications issued 
under the Act shall be made and issued by publication in the ofiicial Gazette. All 
such rules and notifications shall thereupon hav*e effect as if enacted in the Act. 
Tlie rules made have to be placed on the table of the Parliament. The Parliament 
can amend those rules. Section 38 is of no assistance to us in the present case 
because the notifications referred to earlier are not those issued under the Act. 
They are notifications issued under rule 8 (i) of the rules. Therefore their relesunce 
has to be considered without taking any assistance from section 38. In 
Halsbur\'’s Lau's of England 3rd edition, vohune 36, at page 401, it is obsers-ed : 

“WTierc a statute provides that subordinate legislation made tmder it is to 
have effect as if enacted in tlie statute such legislation may be referred to for the 
purpose of construing a prosasion in the statute itself. ^VTiere a statute does not 
contain such a provision, and does not confer any power to modify the application 
of the statute by subordinate legislation, it is clear that subordinate legislation made 
tmder the statute cannot alter or var\' the meaning of the statute itself where it is 
unambiguous, and it is doubtful whether such legislation can be referred to for the 
purpose of construing an expression in the statute, even if the meaning of the 
expression is ambiguous.” 

No decision of this Court or ofany of thcHigh Coiurs in this countrv’ dealing with 
this aspect has been brought to my notice. Even the Counsel for the parties were 
not definite about the stand that they should take. They were changing their position 
again and again. On this question the opinion in English Courts is not xmanimous. 
That question came up for consideration as early as in 1871 in Ex parte IVier^. In re 
Wier Sir G. Mellish, L.J., delivering the judgment of tlie Court observed ; 

“ "VVe do not think that any other section of the .'\ct tluou's any material light 
upon the proper construction of this section, and if the question had depended 
upon the Act alone we should have had great doubt what the proper construction 
was ; but we are of opinion that, where tlxc construction of the Act is ambiguous 
and doubtful on any point, recourse may be had to the rules whiclx have been 
made by the Lord Chancellor imder the authoritv- of the Act, and if we find that 
in the rules any particular construction has been put on the Act, tliat it is our 
duty to adopt and follow that construction.’' 

In Re .Yomat Fix parte Board of Trade-. Lord Esher, hI.R., observed : 

“ It was urged that wc ought to hold tlxc Act to be retrospective by reason of 
the rules and forms which have been made under it, and which have a statutorv' 
force; and it is said that they shew that that tlxc trustee must go back in his accoxmts 
to matters which happened before the .Act came into operation. But, when we 
look at the forms, wc sec that they .arc in express terms headed so as to relate to 
transactions taking place after the coming into operation of the Act ; and, tlicrefore, 
they supply no reckon why wc should depart from the ordinary rule that an Act 
is not retrospectiw.” 

From these obsc^ations, it is clear that Lord Esher did take into coirsidcration the 
subordinate legislation in considering the principal Act : 

In Bihisgr v. Reed^, Lord Greene stated tlxat : 

“ The fact that the object of this Act aas in substance what I have suggested 
c.an be seen from .a consideration of the xmy in which the scheme has been framed 
pursuant to the .Act itself and with the tacit approval of Parliament as provided in 
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the Act. At any arate, we are entitled to look at the scheme for the purpose of 
seeing the kind of practical treatment of these questions which Parliament has 
authorised.” 

From this observation, it is seen that the lamed Judge did look into the subordinate' 
legislation in finding out the object of the Act. 

In Hales v. Bolton Leathers Ltd.\ Somers'ell, L.J., observed : 

'■ The country Ckmrt Judge was referred as we were, to various paragraphs in 
the regulations made under the Act of 1946. He took the view that these regula- 
tions could not affect the construction of the Act. The regulation making poiver 
is conferred by section 8g, sub-section (1), proviso (b), and is as follosvs : 

regulations may make such transitional or consequential provisions as appear 
to the Minister to be necessary or expedient, haring regard to the repeal of the 
said enactments In relation to diseases and to injuries not caused by accident, 
including provision for modifying or winding up any scheme made thereunder. 
We agree that these regulations could not contradict thr' Act. They might, 
ive think, properly be referred to as working out in detail the provisions of the Act 
consistently ivith its terms.” 

In Howgate v. Ganall and another", Barry, J., obser\’ed : 

“ I cannot, of course, have recourse to these schemes as guide to the correct 
interpretation of the Act under tvhich they were made, but I am, I think, entitled to 
consider them for certain limited purposes. In Billings v. Reed^, Lord Green, 
M.R.j said in reference to a sheme made under the Act : The fact that the object 
of this Act svas in substance what T have suggested can be seen from a considera- 
tion of the way in which the scheme has been formed pursuant to the Act itself 
and with the tacit approral of Parliament as provided in the Act. At any rate 
we are entitled to look at the schernc for the purpose of seeing the kind of practical 
treatment of these questions which Parliament has authorized. It is abundanUy 
clear from the wording of the s'arious schemes made under the Act that the 
Minister, with the tacit consent ofParliamcnt has throughout considered that 
“ war injuries ” may be sustained outside the United Kingdom ’ 

The decision in Hales v. Bolton Leathers Ltd.'^, to which reference has been made 
earlier was taken in appeal to the House of Lords. The judgrnent of the House 01 
Xrords is reported in (1951) A.C. P. 531. Dealing w’ith the question whether subordi- 
nate legislation could be taken into consideration in interpreting the prinapai 
Act, Lord Simonds said : 

“ I much doubt whether I am entitled to look to the regulation for gmdan^ 
on the meaning of the word in sub-section (i), but I will say something on this 
point later.” 

Reverting back to that topic again (at page 541 of the report) the learned Judge 
observed ; 

“ First, if I may look at the regulations made under section 55, sub-sccti^ 
(4), to assist in the interpretation of the word, I agree with my noble and learned 
friend Normand, in thinking that they assist or at least arc [consistent witli 
this interpretation.” 

Lord Normand one of the other Judges who licard the appeal obscrs’cd : 

“ The National Insurance (Industrial Injuries) (Prescribed Diseases) Regu- 
lations, 1948, were made under section 55, sub-section (4), and though in my 
opinion they cannot control the construction of the Act, it is yet of some import- 
ance to consider whether they fit into the construction svhicli I third: the Act 
properly bears.” 
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Lord Oalisej' in the same case was positive that the regulations could be looked into 
for certain hmited purposes. This is what he obserr^ : 

‘*1 agree with your Lordships in thinking that tire regulations themselves 
(National Insmance (Industrial Injiuies.) (Prescribed Diseases) Regulations, 
1948) cannot alter the meaning of the wor^ of the statute, but they may, I think 
be looked at as being an interpretation placed by the appropriate Government 
department on the words of tlie statute.'" 

Therein Lord JsIacDermott also took the assistance of the regulations while consider- 
ing the statute. 

Lastly we come to the decision of the Chancerv’^ Division. In Loi’.don Counliy 
v. Central Land Board^, Danckwerts, J., in that case referred to the regulations 
made under the Housing Act, 1936 while construing the provisions of the Act. 

Prom the above decisions, it is clear that several judges in England have 
referred to the subordinate legislation made under a statute for the purpose of inter- 
preting that statute though for the limited purpose of knotving hotv the department 
■which ■is'as entrusted tslth the task of implementing that statutes, had tmderstood 
that statute. In the case of fiscal stauites, it may not be inappropriate to take into 
■consideration the exemptions granted in interpreting the natiue and the scope of 
the impost. In the matter of fiscal legislation the initiative is in tltc hands of tlie cxe- 
■cudve. Under Article 112 (i) of our Constitution, the President shall in respect 
■of e\'erv* financial year cause to be laid before both the Houses of Parliament a state- 
ment of the estimated receipts and expenditure for that year. Under sub-ArticIc 
(3) of Article 1 13 no demand for a grant shall be made except on the recommendation 
of the President. In the matter of taxation verj- large powers are left in the hands of 
the executive. Generally speaking the question of exemption is left to the discre- 
tion of the Government. * It ought to be so because the exercise of that power 
depends on various circumstances some of which cannot be anticipated in ad\ance. 
Tut j-et the levy and exemptions are parts of the same sclxcme of taxation. The two 
together cany into effect the purpose of the legislation. For finding out the true 
scheme of a tmting measure we have to take into consideration not merely tlie levy 
but also the exemptions granted. This Court in Kcilcsh Xath end another v. State of 
il.P. end others-, held that the exemption granted in pursuance of a notification issued 
under the U.P. Sales Tax .Act must be considered as having bean contained in the 
parent Act itself. This is what this Court stated therein : 

“ This notification having been made in accordance with the power conferred 
by the statute has statutory force and validitv- and, therefore, the e.xemption is as 
if it is contained in the parent Act itself.” 

T do not think it is necessary for me to decide in this case the general question whether 
subordinate legislation can be used for interpreting a provision in the parent 
Act. I am not unaware of the danger in accepting that it could be so done. But 
for the present purpose, it is sufficient to hold that for finding out the scope of a 
particular levy, notifications issued by the executive Government providing for exem- 
ption from that levy can be looked into as they disclose the overall scheme. 

Even according to the le.amcd Counsel for the Revenue the notifications referred 
to earlier were issued with a view to avoid double taxation. If that is so, the exem- 
ption granted under those notifications provide a clue as to the scope of the levy 
made under Item 26-.-\A. 

"SVe have earlier seen that on the verv- day, the levy came into force the Govern- 
ment had issued two notifications s.c.. Notifications Nos. 70 and 77 of 1962. Under 
■Notification No. 70 it exempted Iron and Steel Products falling under item 26-AA 
if made from Pig Iron or Steel Ingots on which the appropriate amount of duty has 
.already been paid, from so much duty of the excise leviable thereon as is equivalent 
! — — — 
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to Ae duty leviable under item 25 or as the case may be under Item 26. Under 
Notification No. 77, it exempted Iron and Steel Products falling under sub-item 
Nos. 2j 3, 4 and 5 of Item 26-AA, if made from arficles which have already paid 
appropriate duty of e.xcise under sub-item (i) of the said item from so much of 
the duty of excise as is equivalent to the duty payable under the said sub-item (i). 
These Notifications clearly indicate that under Item 26-AA, there was no intention 
to levy double excise dut>’ on the same material. The intention appears to be that 
if one article is made out of another article both of which are subject to excise duty, 
the excise duty paid on the raw material should be deducted in computing the excise 
duty payable on the fiiushed product. In addition these Notifications dearly 
shoAV that the Pig Iron and Steel Ingot mentioned in clause 3 of entry 26-AA are 
those used in the manufacture of the article on which duty is sought "to be levied 
tmder that entry. 

In this connection we may also refer to Notification No. 89/62. Notification 
No. 77/62 referred merely to Iron and Steel Products falling under sub-items 2, 3, 4 
and 5 of item 26-AA manufactured out of articles falling under sub-item (i) thereof. 
That Notification by itself -ss-as not all comprehensive. It did not take in other 
articles made out of Pig Iron or Steel Ingot. It is for that reason Notification No- 
89/62 T,va.s issued on loth May, 1962, underwhich exemption ■was given -srith effect 
from 24th April, 1962, to all Iron and Steel Products falling under Item 26-AA if 
made from another article falling under the said item and having already paid appro- 
priate amount of duty from so much of the duty of excise as is equi'valent to the duty 
payable on the said article. Notifications Nos. 70,77 and 89 exempted payment 
of excise duty on an article to the extent duty had bceen paid on the ra'iv material 
used in the manufacture of the article dutiable -under entry 26-AA. All these Noti- 
fications proceeded on the basis that tlie second limb of the lev}’ in column 3 of 
entry a6-AA refers to the duty payable on the Pig Iron or Steel Ingot, as the case 
may be used in the manufacture of an article dutiable -under entr}’ 26-AA. 

But the above Notifications do not deal ^s•ith the countervailing duty Ics’icd. 
under entry 63 (36) of the First Schedule to the Tariff Act. This ^vas clearly an 
omission. *To m^e good that omission the Government amended Notification 
No. 89/62 by its order dated 29th December, 1962. The amended Notification in 
addition to the exemption already ^ven under Notification No. 89/62 also exemp- 
ted from the payment of duty any article falling -within any of the sub-items in items 
26-AA if made from an article on Avhich counteivailing ciuty has been paid imder 
item 63 (36) of the First Schedule to the Tariff Act from so much of the duty of excise 
as is equi'valent to the countervailing cnistom duty payable on the said article. This 
Notification clearly shoAN-s that the countervailing duty in question As-as levied on the 
basis that the exense duty contemplated by entry 26-AA Arill not apply to articles 
made out of imported Pig Iron or Steel Ingot. Further if the legislature intended 
the duty tmder entry 63 (36) to be an additional duty, the exemption granted Avould 
nullify the legislative mandate. 

To summarise the effect of the Finance (No. 2) Act of 1962 and the A-arious Noti- 
fications issued for the purpose of implementing the scheme under that Act is tliat 
excise duty is leviable at the rate mentioned in column 3 of Item 26-AA on pig 
iron or steel ingot used in the production of the article on Avhich duty under entry 
26-.AA is sought to be levied but to the extent any excise duty or counter A-ailing 
custom duty had been paid on any -jf the material used in the manufacture of any 
of that article, the same is exempt. From this scheme it is clear that when 
Item 26-.AA speaks of" the excise duty for the time being leviable on Pig Iron or 
Steel Ingots as the case may be ” it refers to the excise duty payable on the Pig Iron 
or Steel Ingots used in the production of the article dutiable under that item. 

From the aboA-c discussion, it folloA%-s that the Arires which are the subject-matter 
of the levy impugned in this case arc not liable to pay the duty in dispute in this case. 

.At one stage it Asas contended on behalf of the assesscc tliat the levy undw sub- 
item (i) of Item 26-.-AA comes into effect only Avhen an article is made dircctiy 
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from out of Pig Iron or Steel Ingot as the case may be and not otherwise. It is not 
necessaiy to examine the correctness of this contention because at no stage the assessee 
had challenged his liability to pay cd vclorem duty under Item 26-AA. He paid the 
same tvithout objection nor had he claimed refxmd of the same. 

I shall now take up the question of limitation. The ^vTitten demand made on 
2i5t March, 1963 purports to have been made under rule g (2) of the rules. Therein 
the assessing audiorin- demanded steel ingot duty which according to it the assessee 
had failed to pay. Quite clearly rule 9 (2) is inapplicable to the facts of the case. 
Admittedly the assessee had cleared the goods from the \%’arehouse after papng the 
dut>- demanded and after obtaining the permission of the concerned authority. 
Hence there is no question of any evasion. Despite the fact that the assessee 
challenged the validitv- of the demand made on him, both the Assistant Collector 
as ivell as the Collector ignored that contention ; but ivhen the matter was taken up 
to the Government it treated the demand in question as a demand under rule 10. 
The Government confined the demand to clearance effected after 21st December, 
1962. The demand so modified is in conformitv- \rith rule 10. But the contention 
of the assessee is that the demand having been made under rule 9 (2) and there being 
no indication in that demand that it was made imder rule 10, the Revenue cannot 
now change its position and justify the demand tmder rule 10 ; at any rate by the 
■ time the Government amended the demand, the duty claimed became barred even 
tmder rule 10. We arc unable to accept tliis contention as correct. There is no 
dispute that the officer tvho made the demand was competent to make demands 
both tmder rule 9 fa) as well as tmder rule 10. If the exercise of a power can be 
traced to a legimate source, the fact that the same was purported to have been exer- 
cised under a different power does not vitiate the exercise of the power in question. 
This is a well settled proposition of law. In this coimection reference may usefully 
be made to the decisions of this Court in B.Balakotaishx. The Union of India and others * 
and Afial UUah v. Slate of U.P.-. Further a common form is prescribed for issuing 
notices both under rule 9 (2) and rule 10. Tlie incorrect statements in the ssTitten 
demand could not have prejudiced the assessee. From his reply to the demand, it 
is clear that he knesv as to the natiue of the demand. Therefore I find no subs- 
tance in the plea of limitation advanced on behalf of the assessee. 

For the reasons mentioned above, this appeal is allotved and the Revenue is 
directed to refund the excess duty paid under protest. 

V.M.K. 'Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Eresest;— J. C. Shah, V. RAMASWA^^, G. K. Muter, K. S. Hegde and 
A. N. Grover,- JJ. 

Premier Automobiles Ltd. ... Petitioner* 


r. 

S. N. Srivastava, Income-tax Officer, Companies Circle T (3), ... Respondents. 

Bombay, and another 

Income-tax Act (XLIH of 1961), sections 161 (1), 207, 208, 209, 210 and 212 (3) — 
Advance tax — Agent of non-resident — Whether liable to pay advance tax — 
Provisions imposing liability to pay advance tax upon an agent of a non-resident — 
Whether infringe equality clause of the Constitution. 

■Constitution of India (1950), Article 14. 

On 25th Febmarj’, 1965, the Income-ta.x Officer directed that for the purpose of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 the petitioner be treated as an agent of a non-resident 
company. On the same day the Income-tax Officer issued a notice of demand 


n ('95S) S.C.R. 1052 : (1058) S.C.J. -. (S.C.) ife. 

<1958) iAn.tV.R.(S.C.)i62 .-(1958) I 2. O9S4) 4 S,C.R.. 991. 

• W. P. No. 67 of 1955 . lO^ji October, 1568 . 


846 


. IHB SUPREME COURT JOURKAL 


[1970 


under section 156 read with section 210 of the Act calUng upon the petitioner 
to pay on or before March, 1965, advance tax of Rs. 11,51,235-91 as agent of the 
foreign principal during the financial year 1964-65. The petitioner then moved a 
petition in the Supreme Court for an order gnashing and setting aside the order 
under section 163 and notice of demand under section 156 for the assessment year 
1965-66 and for an injunction or prohibition restraining the Income-tax Officer 
from enforcing or implementing the order under section 163 and the notice under 
section 156 read with section 210 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

Held, that sections 207 and 208 which impose liability to pay advance tax in a 
financial year, section 210 which authorise the Income-tax Officer to mate a 
demand for payment of advance tax from a person who is previously assessed, 
and section 212 p) which imposes the duty to make an estimate of the total income 
likely to be received or to accrue or arise and to pay advance-tax if the total esti- 
mated income exceeds the maximum amount not chargeable to tax in his case b}’ 
Rs. 2,500, apply to every person whether he is assessed in respect of his own income 
or as a representative assessee, and there is nothing to imply an unexpressed limi- 
tation on the express words of the statute in favour of an agent of a non-resident 
principal. 

The provisions imposing liability to pay adrance tax upon an agent of a non- 
resident do not infringe the equality clause of the Constitution. 

Petition under Article 32 of the Constitution ofincia for enforcement of the 
Fundamental Rights. 

M, C. Chagla, Senior Advocate (F. N. Kdka and O. P. MaUiotra, Advocates, 
and J. B. Dadachmji, Advocate of Mjs. JH. Dadachmji & Co., with him), for Peti- 
tioner. 

B. Sen, Senior Advocate (T. A. Ramachandrcm and R. N. Sachihey, Advo- 
cates, with him), for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delh'ered by 

Shah,J . — On 25th Februarj', 1965, the lncome-ta.x Officer, Companies Circle I 
(3), Bombay,directedthatforthepurposeof the Income-tax Act, 1961, the Premier 
Automobiles Ltd. — thereinafter caDed “ the company ’’ — ^be treated as an agent of 
M/s. Dodge Brothers of United Kingdom — a non-resident company. On the same 
day the Income-tax Officer issued a notice of demand under section 156 read with 
section 210 of the Act calling upon the company to pay on or before March, 1965, 
ad%'ance tax of Rs. 11,51,235-91 as agent of the foreign principal during the financial 
year 1964-65. The company then moved a petition in this Court for an order quash- 
ing and setting aside the order under section 163 and notice of demand under section 
156 for the assessment j’ear 1965-66 and for an injunction or prohibition restraining 
the Income-tax Officer from enforcing or implementing the order under section 163 
and the notice under section 156 read with section 210 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 
The petition was resisted by the Income-tax Officer. 

In support of the petition. Counsel for the company raised two contentions : 

(1) that under sections 209 and 210 of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1961, no 
order for payment of advance tax can be made against an agent of a non-resident ; 
and 

(2) that a provision which authorises collection of adrance tax from an agent 
of a non-resident infringes the equality clause of the Constitution and is on that 
account void. 

Sections 207 and 20S of the Income-tax Act, 1961, in so far as thQ’ arc 
material, prowde : 

207— “(1) Tax shall be payablein ad^•a^ccin accordance vrith the piwisiocs of seclicns 2CS 
to 219 in the case ofincome other thaaincomcchaiEcablc under the head ‘Gtpital gains.’ 

203 — Adysnee fax shah be payable in the financial yecz : — 



84T 


43 1: PREMIER AOTOMOBILES LTD. V. SRIVASTAVA {Shall, /.). 

-by two thousand five hundred rupees , or ^ 

^.•ssss^ps^S^'B’SSSS^ 

in the financialyear by ordenn with the provisions of sections 207, 208 and 209 . 

m>nt advance tax determined in accordance with tne provision ^ 

• c f 907 208 209 and 210 prescribe machinery for imposition of 

Sections 207, 208, 209 ana tax in respect of income which is 

4or and determination of the qnan^ of advan^ 

chargeable to income-tax m the hands ot a person on i ^ 

A f io/a 1 T\pr*irtTi is lis-blc to bs 3 .sscssc(i to tsx m r&spcct 

Under the Income-tax Act, 196 prso^^^^ classes of income received by or 
of his own mcome, and also “ ^ ® jable to be assessed to tax as a representa- 

by section 161 (1) .hich provides : . 

oo the ioconiein. respect of which he is a representati\e 

"Every representative ass^see,^ r^Vn^bilities and liabilities as if the inccme were- 

assessee, shall be subject to the fy^beneficially, and shall beHable to aisesimTOt 

income received by or • but any such assessment shall be deemed to be made 

in his own name in respect of that incmme . Duiaui- ^ „ 

upon him in his representative capacity only, i j + 

hv cnh-section fll of section 160 includes amongst 
A representative assessee by ^ income of a non-resident specified 

others the ag^t of a non-resid ^ agent-nnder section 163- 

m section 9 (1) CO, and also a p j deemed to be an assessee for the purpose 

By sub-section (2) a assessee, who as such pays any sum. 

of the Act. By section 162 the r p tbe person on whose behalf it is 

under the Act, “f. ^r the pujoses of the Act an “ agent » in relation to- 

paid. Section 163 (IJ demes lor in f r assessing a representative assessee 
^ non-resident, the Officer to make a “direct 

is however not obhgatory . at P benefit income therem referred 

ST^Svaffi?^ oTt^recow^ “ from such person the tax payable in respect of such 
income.” 

* of n tinn-resident is, by virtue of section 160 (1) 

On regular assessed to tax and the tax so assessed may be- 

read with f ‘'bon 163,hable to 

recovered frorn him. renresents : section 162. Smce a non-resident is 

by him from the psrs(m who ofbis total income liable to be assessed to tax, 

in respect of mcome which fo^ part o^f^^s tm^^^ 

he may be c^^4ich forms pLt of his total income chargeable to tax by virtue 

Suo£ 4 5 aS 207. So far Siere is no dispute. Coumel for the company how- 
,of sccti^ 4 3 an non-resident may be assessed in regular assessment in 

tte arisms.to Ws.prto<;ip=,l. but he be euUed 

n^^to pay advance tax even though he is by virtue of section 160 (2) deemed an. 
See for the purposes of the Act. Diverse reasons were suggested in s^port 
SSat argument It was said that since under section 209 (1) the amount of advance 
tar navable by an assessee in the financial year is to be computed on his total income 
of the latest previous year in respect of wluch he has been assessed by way of regular 
^Lessment an agent cannot be directed to pay advance tax the incidence of liability 
whereof depends^upon the determination of total income of the pnncipal. We fail 
To Zo anv substanre in this argument. Section 207 imposes Lability for pajment 
of adN-anre tax, and section 20S prescribes the conditions of liabiLty to pay advanre 
far Determination of total income of the pre\7ous year of the assessee is not made 
a rnndition of the liability to pay advunce tax. Adrance tax payable by an assessee 
£ co»Pd if tU ?toTidud by sertiou 209 Kheu thu usscs,<cc ha. be^ 

pre% 70 usly assessed to tax. The Income-tax Officer is also enjoined by section 210- 
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to issue a notice to a person who has been previously assessed “ by way of regular 
assessment ” to pay advance tax for the financial year- If the assessee has not 
been previously assessed by way of re^lar assessment, he is required by section 212 
(3) to make an estimate of his total income — excluding capital gains — ^if it is likely 
to exceed the maximum amount not chargeable to tax by two thousand five hundred 
rupees. These provisions apply to all assessees. If an assessee is chargeable to tax 
in respect of his own income orincome of others winch is chargeable to tax as his 
own income, those provisions indisputably apply. It is expressly enacted by section 
161 that as regards income in respect of which a person is a r^resentative assessee, 
he shall be subject to the same duties, responsibihties and liabiUties as if the income 
were income received by or accruing to or in favour of him beneficially. It is clearly 
implicit therein that a representative assessee is not exempt from liabih'ty to pay 
advance tax. Of the liability to pay advance tax it is not predicated that the previous 
year should have come to an end before liability can arise. The previous year of 
an assessee may, in some cases end after the commencement but before the end of 
a financial year in which advance tax is payable : it may in other cases commence 
and end with the financial year. ' But the liability to pay advance tax is not in any 
manner affected because the previous year ends before or with the financial year. 
Where an assessee’s previous year is the financial year, his total income may not be 
■determined for the previous year before the commencement of the financial year, 
but on that account no exemption from payment of advance-fax is granted by the 
Act. On the commencement of a financial year, a person who is previously assessed 
to tax is h'able to pay advance tax on demand by the Income-tax Officer under section 
210. The quantum of tax will be determined by section 209 and will be adjusted in 
the manner provided by section 210 (3). That applies to every assessee whether 
the tax is liable to be paid by him on his own total income, or on the income assessed 
in his hands as a representative assessee. If he has not been previously assessed in 
the character in which he is liable to pay tax, an obligation is imposed by section 212 
■(3) upon him to make an estimate of his income and to pay advance tax. That 
provision applies to his own income and also to the income in respect of which he is a 
Tepreseutative assessee. There is nothing in the Act under which the liabih’ty to pay 
advance tax of a representative assessee depends upon determination of the total 
•income for the previous year. f?; 


An argument of hardship was also raised. It was said that an agent of a non- 
resident may not normally have in his possession any materials on which he may 
■estimate the income in respect of which he may be chargeable to advance-tax, if he 
had not been previously assessed to tax as an agent of a non-resident. That again, 
in our judgment, is not a ground which exempts an agent from liability to pay advance 
■tax on behalf of his principal. Liability to submit an estimate necessarily implies 
the duty to secure the requisite information from the non-resident for submitting the 
estimate. Iffie tax, it must be remembered, is assessed on the agent for and on behalf 
•of the principal, and the Act has made an express provision enabling the agent to 
recover from the principal the tax so paid by him. Once the Income-tax Officer 
-tr^ts a person as an agent of non-resident, liability to pay tax on regular assessment 
■arises ; and his Uability as a representative assessee tc pay advance tax is not excluded 
Tjy any provision of the Act. 


la our judgment, sections 207 and 208 which impose liabffi’ty to pay advance tax 
■in a financial year, section 210 which authorise the Income-tax Officer to make a 
•denmnd for payment of advance tax from a person who is previously assessed, and 
section 212 (31 which imposes the duty to make an estimate of the total income likely 
to be received or to accrue or arise and to pay advance-tax if the total estimated 
income exceeds the maximum amount not chargeable to lax in his case by Ks. 2,500 
apply to every person whether he is assessed in respect of his own income or as a 
representative assessee, and we are unable to imply an nnexpressed limitation on the 
■express words of the statute in favour of an agent of a non-resident principal. 
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CUMULATIVE iNDfeX OP llEi>ORTS. 

PARTS I— 12 

Abolition of Proprietar}’ Rights (Estates, Mahals, Alienated Land) Act, 1950 (Madhya 
Pradesh Act I of 1951), sections 3, 4, 5 and 6— Scope — Vesting of all prof^ictary 
rights in an estate, mahal etc, in the State — State Government prohibiting the 
appelJant from cutting timber in exercise of the rights under the contract nTth the 
Jagirdar — ^Licence to cut the trees, if came to an end on the extinaion of the title 
of the licensors 

Adnunistration of Evacuee Propert Ordinance, (XX\TI of 1949), section 38(1) and the 
Administration of Eracuee Property Act (XXXI of 1950), stations 2 {dj (i) and 40 
(1) — Scope — “Evacuee”, nieaning of — Transferor becoming an esacuee after 
the transfer — Custodian declining to confirm the transfer — Transfer, if has become 
inefieaive 

All India Services Act (LXI of 1951), section 3 and rule 4 of the Indian Forest Service 
(Recruitment) Rules, 1956 framed thereunder and Indian Forest Service (Initial 
Recruitment) Regulations (V of 1966) — Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14 
and 16 — ^Nature of the power, conferred on the selection board — Whether 
quai-jadicial or administrative — ^Difierence between quasi-judicial and adminis- 
trative power — One of the members of the selection board himself a candidate 
for selection — ^Effect of his presence in the Board in selecting others — ^Natural 
Justice — ^Aira of — Applicability of to administrative proceedings 

Andhra Pradesh (Andhra Area) Estates Communal Forest and Private Lands (Prohi- 
bition of Alienation) Act (1947) and Madras Estates (Abolition and Conversion 
into Ryotwari) Act(XX\T of 1948} — ^Effect — Later enactment, if repeals the earlier 
one — ^Section 2 {b) and section 4(1) and (3; — ^Forest land — Meaning of 

/Vndhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act 
(XVrr of 1966), sections 46 and 47 — Whether violative of Articles 14, 19 (1) (/), 
25 and 26 of the Constitution of India 

Andhra Pradesh Co-operative Societies Act (Vn of 1964). sections 16(5), 61 and 
62 — Industrial Disputes Act (XTV of 1947), section 10(1) (d ) — Dispute between 
Co-operative Central Bank and their workmen relating to number of service 
conditions u':.. Salary and allowances etc — ^Jurisdiction of Registrar to decide 
under section 61 — Reference to fndustriaiTribunal by the Government — ^\hlidity 
of 

Andhra Pradesh Co-operative Societies .Act (VII of 1964), and Industrial Disputes 
Act (XTV of 1947)— Service conditions subject matter of bye-laws— Byc-Iaws, 
whether law or have the force of law — Scope of bye-laws— Competency of Indus- 
trial Tribunal to alter or sary. bye-law in granting relief 

Andhra Pradesh Forest Act (V of 1882) as amended by Act (XI of 1963), sections 43 
and 47 — Scope — ^Forest offence — Confiscation of the vehicle made obligatory 
upon the Magistrate but no such restriction upon the power of the appellate 
Court— Power of the appellate Court to set aside the order of confiscation if in 
any way restricted — Code of Criminal Procedure (V of IS9S), section 520 

/Andhra Pradesh Motor Vehicles (Taxation of Passengers and Goods) Amendment 
and Validation Act (XXXIV of 1961) — Scope — Constitutional validity — If in- 
fringes Articles 14 and 19 (! ■;» of the Constitution — Act intended to amongst 
revenues of the State — Previous sanaion of President obtained under proviso to 
.Article 304 [b, — Effect — Question of reasonableness of restrictions imposed and 
of restrictions being in public interest — Powers of Court to go into — &temption 
of Teicngana area under Notification, dated 1st November, 1961 — Vehicles on 
intcr-State routes not subject to tax — If discrimination under Article 14 — Con- 
stitution of India (1950;.. Articles 14, 19 (1) (p) , 303 and 304 {bj Proviso — Scope 
of 

Arbitration — .-Award intcIligWc to the panics — ^Award professing to be made of and 
concerning all the matters referred for Nitration — Presumption — Award of three 
lumpsums in respect of 29 items of claims and counter-claim, if lawful 

Arbitration Act(Xof 1940Lsections 2 (c), 20,31 (4) and 34 — .Agreement containing 
arbitration clause — ^Suii by one of the panics, ignoring arbitration clause, otr.cr 
party filing application under section 34 for stay of suit — Pending that suit — 
.Application by other pany under section 20 in a different Court— Maintain- 
ability of — ^Wnether application under section 34 is an application in a reference 
within the meaning of section 31 (4) 

Arbitration .Act (X of 1940), section 14 (l}ar.d Limiiaticn Act (IX of 1908’),, Article 
ITS— Maki.ng and sigr.irtg of the award— Notice — VLeihcr Iclterneccssarv— 
Starting point for limitation .. 
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ArbitotionAcl(Xon940), sectionsl4and30andRegistrat!on Act, section 17{1)(6)— 
Atvard as pri vate reference by parties affecting partition of immoTOble property ex- 
ceeding the value of Rs. 100 — Registration whether required 

Assam Sales Tax Act (XVII of 1947) — ^Extension to Shillong Administered Areas — 
Validity of .. 


Assam Sales Tax Act (XVII of 1947), section 30 — ‘‘Olhenvise directed ’’nicaning of — 
Appellate authority has no power to permit assessce to furnish securitvin lieu of 
cash amount of Jax . . , . . . ' 


Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act (XXH of 1969) 
—If invalid as infringing Article 19(1)(0, 19(l)(g),14, 31 (2) or 301 of the Consti- 
tution of India 

Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act (XXIf of 1969) 
— ^Legislative competence of Parliament to enact the Act 

Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Ordinance (XUI of 
1969)— Validity .. .. .. 

Bengal Wakf Act (XIII of 1934), section 70 (1) and (4) — Scope of — Notice to Com- 
missioner, if necessary even where the Commissioner is a party to the suit — Appli- 
cation for declaring a decree void — ^Limitation l^or-^ompuiation — Notice — 
What amounts to . . . . . . . . 

Bequest — ^Fund to be utilised in equal moieties for two purposes — Failure of one pur- 
pose if will result in a moiety of the amount devised falling into the residue 


Bihar and Orissa Excise Act, 1915 (Bihar and Orissa Act II of 1915), sections 2S (a) (i) 
and 28 (a){ii)and Rule 147 — Interpretation — ^Rule mainly dealing with the foreign 
liquor imported under bond — Licensee to pay thedifference of duty in case of revi- 
sion of the rate of duty — ^Provision, if applies to all imported foreign liquor 
Bihar Land Reforms Act (XXX of 1950), sections 2, 3, 4, 6 and 14 — Scope — Estate 
subject to mortgage vesting in the State — ^No suit to lie in any civil Court for 
the recovery of any money due from the proprietor (of the Estate) or tenure 
holder — Mortgage decree, i f has become uncxecutable 
Bombay Land Revenue Code (%' of 1879), sections 65 and 21 1 — Interpretation — Order 
of the Collector — Revisional powers — ^Exercise of — No stipulation of time — 
Commissioner to exercise his powers within reasonable time 


Bombay Municipal Corporation Act (III of 1 888), sections 146, 147, 154, 155 and 156 — 
Interpretation — ^Property tax — l-evy of—Loase of the land— Lessee building upon 
the land— Composite assessment of tax upon the land and building taken toge- 
jjjei- — Primary liability on the lessor of the land if warranted under section 
i46(2)(a) 

Bombay Municipal Corporation Act (III of 188S) as amended by Act (XIV of 1961), 
sections 365, 366, 367, 368 and 372 — Scope— Carcass delcicrious to public health 

Removal of carcass through the Municipal agency at the expense of its owner, 

if infringes the guarantee of freedom under Article 19 (1) (/) of the Constitution 
^Restriction on the owner’s rights to dispose of property (/ e carcass) commen- 
surate with the need of protection of the interest of the public against the exercise 


ofihenght .. ^ , .. 

Bombay Principal Boroughs Act (XVHI of 1925;, sectionTa-^-Gujarat Mumci^Iitics 
Act IXXXIV of 1964), section 99 and Gujarat Imposition of Taxes by Mumci- 
oalities (Validation^ Act (11 of 1964), section 3— Validation of assessments nwdc 
by Municipalities on the capital wiluc of lands and buildings — Scope and effect 
Power of Municipality to levy a tax on lands and buildings . . 

Bombav Public Trusts Act (XXIX of 1950), section 2 (18)-Seoi>e—“ Trustee-— 
Diiinition of — ^The manager of the Sansthan(idoI),i f falls within tfie definition of 


trustee 


Bombav Rents, Hotel and Lodging House Rates Control Act (LMl of 194/;, section 
49 and rule 5— Presidency Small Cause Courts Art (X%' of 1SS2.I, section 53 — 
Ahracdabad City CourtsAct, 1961— Whether rule 5 «//r/7»>er the SialcGo'ern- 
njjnt —Jurisdiction of Court of Small Causes, Ahmedabad to issue distress 
warrants pending application for determination of standard rent under section 1 1 
^Whether municipal taxes and electricity charges constitute rent recoverable by 

issue of distress warrant 


Bombav Sales Tax Act (Bombay Act III of 1953), section 12-A (4;, Limitation Act 
(XiOCVI of I963J 

Bombav Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (S'idarbba Region; Art. (XCIX <4 I95S,, 
sections 2 (12) and 2 (22) — Scope — “To cultivate personally,” meaning of— Idol, 
ifis capable ofcultivating the land personally .. 

Calcutta High Court Rules— Two suits, one of which is a partition suit, referred to the 
sole arbitration afler Presiding Judge, extra cursum c«r/of- Presiding Judge 
passing a preliminary decree— Whether such on order is an order of an arbitrator 
or decree by a Court — Registrar on the original side whether can be restrained from 
kwping the Judgment on the record of the suit. . 
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Calicut City Municipal Act (XXX of 1961), Proviso to section 126 (1)— Interpretation 
— Levy of tax on timber on entry — No tax on timber brought into the city in the 
course of transit to any place outside the city and direaly removed out of the city 
by rail, road or water — Proviso, i f exempts from taxation timber brought into the 
city in the course of transit even when not directly removed out of the city by rail, 
road or water . . 

Cantonment Act (11 of 1924), sections 185 (I) and 187 (1) — Relative scope and appli- 
cability 

Centra! Excises and Salt Act (I of 1944), Items 25, 26 and 26-A and column 3 of 
cntiy (ij of item 26-AA — Interpretation — Manufaaure of wires out of imported 
steel rods — Imposition of excise dull' — Levy to consist of ad valorem duty plus the 
excise duty for the time being leviable on pig iron and steel ingots as the case may 
— “ For the time bcingleviable'',ifindicatesa rate — Column 3 of entry (i) if con- 
cerned with the actual ingots out of which wires are made — Clauses not concerned 
with whether the steel ingot has paid the excise duty countervailing duty or not. . 

Central Excises and Salt Act 0 of 1944), sections 2 and 3 and Central Excise Rules 
(1944), rules 8 and 9 — Notifications dated 31st July, 1959 and 30th April, 1960 — 
Rxemption from excise duty — Grant of 

Central Excise Rules (1944), rule 40 — Mixture of duty paid tobacco with non-duty paid 
tobacco — Impossibility of separation of the same — Power of Collector to confis- 
cate the entire mixture — Procedure to be adopted 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 1 1 — Res judicata — Consent decree does not 
operate as res judicata 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 11 — Res judicata — Plea, when can be said 
to be barred — Order 9. rule 9, Civil Procedure Code 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), swtion 80 — Object of — Notice issued by Karta of 
undivided joint family — Disruption, of the family subsequent to notice — Suit by 
all divided members — Cause of a«ion mentioned and relief claimed in the notice 
same has in the plaint — Notice given by karta sufficient to sustain suit brought 
by divided coparceners 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 1 15 — Scope of— ‘Case’ — Meaning of — 
Court ordering that a question may properly be put to a witness examined — 
Whether amounts to case decided 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 153 and Order 6, rule 17— Amendment of 
pleading — Granting of— Suit instituted by plaintiffin the name in which the busi- 
ness was carried on — ^Amendment of plaint to describe plaintiff as the proprietor — 
Whether can be granted — ^Limitation 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908). Order 2, rule 2— Bar under — When attracted 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 20, rules 1 to 8 and Order 49, rule 3 — Scope 
— Chartered High Coun not obliged to record a Judgment strictly according to 
Order 20, rules 4 and 5— Order 49, rule 3 how far applies to the trial of suits by 
Chartered High Courts— Judicial determination to be supported by reasons duly 
recorded 

Civil Procedure Code (Vof 1908), Order 20,ru!e 14 — Decroin Pre-emption Suit — ^Im- 
I>oses obligations on bothsides — Appellate Court, vvhileconfirming decree for Pre- 
emption directing plaintiff to deposit certain sum on or before a specified date — 
Defendants obtaining stay of execution of decree in second appeal — Plaintiff de- 
positing the amount after the expiry of the timefi.xcd by appellate Court— Dismissal 

of second appeal — Effect of stay orders — Whether enlt^es time for payment 

Decrecin second appeal, whether gives fresh starting point to plaintiff 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 21, rule 2. . 

Civil Procedure Cede C\' of ISOS), Order 34 — Mortgage decree — Mortgagor deposit- 
ing moreinto Court without specifying of that it is towards principal— Mongagee 
not informed about nature of deposit — Normal rule is that the amount should first 
be applied towards interest and costs— Mortgagor to plead and prove agreement 
to the contrary 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908). Order 41, ru!c4 — Object of — One of the jrarties 
to a suit filing an appeal — If can be given relief on grounds common to him and 
toothcrpartiesw hoarenotparticsin the appeal 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 190S). Order 41. rule 33 — ^Scope— Pujari — Removal from 
the temple and its properties— Diety not a public trust— Coun, if could frame a 
scheme for management of the temple and its properties 

Companies Act (\TI of 1913). sections S6-D. 87-D and 282 

Companies Act ( I of 1956). section 78 

Companies .-\ct (I of 1956), sections 391 and 392 — Creditor's petition for winding up 
pending — hfanagement entering into an agreement with J (a stranger}— Scheme 
for payment of secured and unsecured creditors framed on that b;:«is and submittrf 
totheHighCoun — Sanclionedundcrsaction39I — Petitions for winding up bv 

the company and some creditors — Ground, scheme fou.nd iinworJab'e Pnwcis 

of Court .. .. .. 
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Companies Act (I of 1956), section 617 

'-cmpanies Con^erciaj Corporation — ^Incorporated under the Companies Act — 
hntire rai^ta] contributed by the Central Oovernment- — Pi^fdent of India and 
certain Om^rs of Central Govemnient the shareholders— Extensive poivers of 
control Conferred on the Central Govemnient by the hfeniorandum and Articles 
of Association — Undertaking, if carried on under the authority of the Central 
Government 

Company — Shares — ^Purchase of — ^Purchaser’s right to arrear dividend 

Company-Super-to— Rebate under Finance Acts of years 1956 and 1957— Reduction 
of rebate on distribution of dividend over six per cent- of paid up capital — Com- 
pulation of paid-up capital — Share premiums received to be included — &patate 
share premium account need not be maintained — ^Bui must be identifiable 
assuch 

Construction of Statutes— Rules as to 
Constitution of India (1950), Article 14. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 14 — Scope — Admission to medical college — ^Re- 
servation of seats to sons and daughters of Union territories other ihaiiDeihi,Cen- 
tral Government seixants posted in IndianM^ons abroad and cultural, Colombo 
Plan and Thailand scholars — Classification, if satisficsthe test ofrcasonablcness. . 

Constitution of India(1950;,.Article 14 — Scope— Legislation — ReasonableClassincalion 
— Test —Classification to be founded on intelligible differentia and differentia 
to have a rational relation to the object sought to be achieved 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 16 — Scope .. 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 19 (1) — Interpretation — ^Entrustment of power 
to an administrative agency' to grant or withhold a permit orlicencein its incon- 
trolled discretion — ^Prohibition of fundamental right Article 19 (1) — Law, if ex 
facie violates Article 19 (1) — ^Burden of proof . . 

Constitution of India (1950), Articles 19 (1) (/), 19 (1) (g), 19 (6) (u) and 31 (2)— Scope 
— Inter-relation between Article 19 (1) (/) and Article 31 (2)— WTicthcr mutually 
exclusive — ^\'alidily of law which authorises jcompulsoo' acquisition — If liable 
to be tested under Article 19 (f)— Scope of Article 19 (6) (ii) as amended in 1951 . . 

Constitution of India (1950), Articles 19(1) (/}, 19 (5), 31 and 31 (5 ) {b)[ii;--Scops — 
law imposing reasonable restriction ujwn the rights of a citizen to dispose of 
property not free from the challenge of violation under Anicle 31 — Extinction of 
the ri^t of the owner of the mos’eable property (careasri to destroys t for abating 
nuisance and preventing danger to public health covered by exemption contained 
in Anicle 31 (5) (6) («) •• 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 19 (I) (g)-;Infcrprcration— FundamCTtal right 
to cany on business— Prohibition of— ProhibiUon notin theintcrest of the general 
public, but merely to respect the suseplibilities and sentiments of a scaion of the 
people, if justified 

Constitution oflndia (1950), Article 30— Right of minorities to cslablish and 
administer cduc3tior.al institutions of theirchoice— Scope — ^If available only 
to citizens oflndia 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 32— Scope— The Sales Tax Officer forreiling 
the amount (from the petitioner) realised from their customers outside Bombay 
on account of sales tax — Petitionerquestioning the vires of the provision as viola- 
tive of Article 19 (Ij (/) under .Article 226 of the Constitution — Payment under 
coetcicn after ihilingin the High Court — Supreme Court striking down the pro- 
vision asviolaiive of Article 19(1) (/; — Pctifioncrfilingthcpctilicn under Article 
32 withinsixmonthsfrcmthcdateofjucgme.nt — Laches on the part of the pcii- 
tioner if deprives him of the relief under Article 33 

Constitution oflndia, (1950), Article 123 — ^Scope— Satisfaction of President under— 

If justiciable .. 

Constitution oflndia (1950) Article 133 (1) — Interpretation — ^'Judgment” meaning 
of— Hnal adjudication of the rights and obligations of thepartics— Interlocutory 
Judgment refusing to grant an interim injunction, if amounts to “judgment” 

Constitution ofIndia(1950),Anide 136— Appeal by Special Leave— Concurrent find 
ing of Court below — Onus on apjvcllant to show that the finding is erroneous . . 

Constitation of India (1950). Article 136 — ^Appeal by Special Leaver- Vlca raising 
mixed questions of law and facts not raised below, cannot be permitted for first 
time 

Constitution of India (1950), Article ‘136 — Appeals by Sj-vcicI Leave against the 
interim injunctions granted by the trial Judge — Ordinarily Court not interfering 
withinterirn orders — Irrevocable letter of credit, a mechanism of great importance 
in international trade — Autonomy of an irrevocable letter of cs-edit enlilled to 
protcaion — Courts not to interfere vvith that mechanism 

Constitution of India 11950), Article 136 and Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947; — 
-Appeal by Special Leave — Industrial Tribunal relying upon newspaj-er reports 
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— Conclusion based upon several other circumstances also — Interference with 
the finding of the Tribunal not justified 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 173 — Scope — Requirement as to subscription 
to an oath or affirmation in the prescribed form — Substantial compliance with — 
Sufficicnej' 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 226 — State action impairing rights both of share- 
holder and company — Loais standi of shareholder to file svrit petition challenging 
the State action 

Constitution of India (1950), Article 226 — ^Scope — Relief under — Discrctior.arj' — 
Petitioner to exhaust the remedies provided by law with utmost expedition — 
Delay — Unsatisfactory’ explanation — Effect 

Constitution of India (1950), /^icie 226 — Writ of mandamus — ^When can lie — Com- 
pany non-statutory body incorporated under Companies Act- -Whether writ of 
mandamus lies agtunst the company — Agreement between company and i ts work- 
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12 (1) .. -• -• -• 

Foreign Exchange Regulation Act f\TI of 1947), sections 12 (1), 12 (2,'. 22, 23 and 
d (A) and Central Government Notificaticn, dated dth August, 1947 — Interpre- 
tation— Export of goods, no one to c-xport any goods from India without furnish- 
ing the declaration under section 12 (I) — Restrictions imposed by senion 12 ft) 
deemed to have been imposed under .section 19 of the Sea Customs .Act, ISIS— 
Section 19 similar to section 12(l)oflhc Foreign Exchange Reguialicns Act, 1947 
— Informations called for in prescribed form.ifamount to restrictions under sec- 
tion 12 (1) — Underinvoicing of consignments, a contravention of section 12 <2r 
and Rule (5) and not a contravcniicn of section 12 Uj 

Fugitive Offenders Act (1881) — Several Colonics treating she Act as applicable to them ' 

' — Act, not repealed by Indian Parliament— Act, if applicable to India after 26lh 
Januar}’, 1950 .. .. .. 


701 


750 

934 


934 

696 

927 


233 


473 

20S 

184 

401 

149 

149 

39 

39 

39 

58 


666 


666 


39 



Paobi 


Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act (LXXVTII of 195^, section 4 and Criminal 
Procedure Code (V of 189S'i. section 4S8 — Scope — Section 4 of the Mainten- 

Act, if repeals section 4SS, Criminal Procedure Code .. .. 17d 

Hindu Adoptions and Maintenance Act, (LXXVIII of 1956), sections 11,12 and 14 — 
Interpretation — Widow adopting a child — Adopted child, if becomes the son 

of the deceased husband — Ties of child in the family of his birth if become 

completely severed . . . . . . . . 476 

Hindu Law — Hindu undivided family — ^Temporary reduction of the coparcenary unit 

to a single individual — ^Its effect on joint property .. .. 476 

Hindu Law — Mitakshafa School — Stridhana property of a Hindu woman — Daughters 

of a predeceased son whether entitled to succeed . . . . 803 

Hindu Marriage Act(XXV of 1955), section 12(1) (a) — Application by husband for 
annulment of his marriage on ground that his wife is impotent — ^Burden of proof 
— Failure to establish entailsdismissal of the application .. 261 

Hindu Women’s Rights to Property Act (XVIII of 1937) — Applicability of . . S03 

Hyderabad Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (Re-enactment, Validation and further 

amendments fVet, 1961 — Validity of .. .. •• 292 

Income-tax (XI of 1922) — Adventure in the nature of trade — Shares — Purchase and 

sale by assessee — ^Dealer or investor — Mixed question of law and fact . . 221 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 2 (6-A) — Dividend — ^Amount distributed by 
company out of capital gains arising on or after 1st April, 1948 — Whether liable 
to tax . . . . . . . . . . 194 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 10 — Business loss — Assessee. dealer in shares — 

Purchase and sale of shares — ^Part of a scheme to assist another company to ac- 
quire managing agency — Purchase at a higher rate than the market rate — Sale 
to the same company — Purchase on the overdraft account — If a transaction done 
in the ordinary course of business -If an allowable loss .. .. 203 


Income-tax Act fXl of 1922), sections 10, 12 — EBusiness income or income from 
other sources — Shares and arrears of dividend — ^Assessee, dealer in shares — Pur- 
chase of shares — Contract to purchase shares and arrears of dividend — Considera- 
tion paid for shares and arrears of dividend — Arrears dividend — Receipt by 
assessee— Not income — Receipt not otherwise income — Not to constituteincome 
by erroneous crediting into profit and loss account .. .. 432 

Income-tax Act {XI of 1922). sections 16 (3) (a) (ii), 22 (2), 22(5), 34 (1) (a), 34 

and 40 — Return of income — fndividuai — Partnership particulars — Non-disclosure 
of share incomes of wife and minor children — ^Whether amounts to failure to 
disclose “necessary" information — Validity of reassessment beyond four years — 

Inclusion of share incomes of wife and minor children — Duty of the Incom<>tax 
Ofueer — No obligation on the taxpayer — Minor — Separate assessment on minor 
— ^W'bcther bars inclusion of minor's share income in father's assessment .. 53 

Income-tax .Act (XI of 1922). section 34 ( 1) (*' and 10 — ^Back assessment— Information 
— ^Judicial decisions — Part of assessable income — Failure to tax — Escapement — 

Purchase by assessee of properties from Hindu father — Character of property — 

Self-acquired in Joint family property — Litigation between father and sons-^ 

Pendency of appeal at the time of purchase by assessee — Decision by Privy Counci I 
— Information — PaiTnent by assessee to sons to get theirintcrest released — Capital 
expenditure .. .. .. •• •• 197 

Income-tax Act (XI of 1922), section 46 {5-A) — Tax recoveo' — Garnishee notice — 

Payment out of Court — Certificate of payment by Court — .4^esscc-fim — Excess 
customs duty paid by assessee — ^Decree against Union of India — Garnishee notice 
by Income-tax Officer to Collector of Customs — Requiring payment of decree 
amount towards arrears of Income-tax and penalty due by assessee — Payment by 
Collector — ^Amount adjusted towards super-tax due by asscssee-;-,A.pplication by 
Collector to Court for certifying payment under the Code of Ci vi 1 Procedure . . 225 

Income-tax Act (XI of 19221. seaion 66 — Reference — Question arising out of the 
order ofTribuna! — Loss — Disallowance by department — ^Tribunal sustaining dis- 
allowance for Certain reasons — High Court upholding decision on the basis of 
reasons rejeeted by the Tribunal — No nea^ity on department to appl> for and 
obtain reference — No reference on a question arising from the reasons gisen by 
the Tribunal .. .. .. .. .. 203 

Income-tax Act (XLIII of 1961). section 2 (44) — Finance Act (XIII of 1963), section 
4 — ^’Tax Ricove.-y OScer" — Substitution of new definition with retrospective 
effect — State Government empowered to invest any State Revenue Officer vrith 
powers of Tax Recovery Officer by notification — ^3\Tiether State Government can 
natify with retrospective effect — Action taken by State Revenue Officer prior to 
date of notificatiori — -Validity •• ,. ,. ^53 

S C }—2 



PaCE^ 


Inconi^tax Act (XLin of I96I),sectioiil32(asaniendedin 1965) — Search and seizure 
Scope of powers — ^Warrant of authorisation — Whether should specify parti- 
culars of documents and books of account — ^Large number of documents seized 
Some documents found not relevant — Whether (dtiates search and seizure — 
Books of account and other documents in respect of other business carried on by 
partners_ of assess^-finn — ^Whether relevant — Whether can be seized — ^Failure 
to place identification marks on documents — ^Effect of — ^Presence of police officers 
during search— Eflecl of 

Income-tax Act (XLIII of 1961), sections 161 (1). 207, 208, 209, 210 and 212 (3)— 
Ad\-ance tax — Agent of non-resident — W'heiher liable to pay adrance tax — 
Provisions iroposingliability to pay advance tax upon an agent of a non-resident 
— Whether infringe equality clause of the Constitution 

Indian Tariff Act (XXXil of I934),First Schedule, Item No. 63 (36). . 

Industrial Dispute — Conduct of business of the appellant-compan 3 ' — ^Board of Direc- 
tors to exercise their powers subject to the directhes issued by the President of 
India — ^\Vorkmen r^eiving ad hoc ex gratia bonus asked to opt for pajanent of 
bonus either according to cabinet decision or according to the production bonus 
scheme — Workmen declining to accept the former but insisting on the payment 
of bonus according to the cabinet decision— Central Government not modifying 
its previous decision — Payment of c^gre/mbonus, if ceased on the introduction 
of the production bonus scheme - 

Industrial Dispute — ^Demand for payment of bonus — Threat to resort to coercive 
measures, if demands are not complied within 15 days— Conciliation proceedings 
— General hunger strikes — Workmen starting agitation — Management always 
ready to pay bonus as per Bonus Act — Workmen resorting to strike even after 
the announcement of production bonus scheme and false denial of the receipt of 
the telegram from Labour Commissioner fixing the date for further discussions — 
Launching of strike, if justified.. 

Industrial Dispute — \\'age structure in the indusfrj', determination of — Wage struc- 
ture to be based on the principles of fair wages paj'ablein theindustry — Caparity 
of theindustry to pay to be gauged on an industO'-cKw-region basis, after faking 
afaircross — Section ofthatindustrj' — Inagivencasc permissible to divide the 
industo into appropriate classes and then to deal with the capacity of theindustry 
to pay class-wise 

Industrial Dispute — Wage structure in the jute indusfr>'_ — Wage Board— Uniform 
wage scales for the entire industrj' — Selection of 20 miles from_ West Bengal and 
9 reporting mills from other regions as representing a cross-secticn of theindustry 
and treating cotton textile concerns in West Bengal as comparable to those in jute 
industry and treating the former as comparable to those outside — Detcrminaticn 
of uniform wage scales by clubbing the mills together in disregard of conditions 
prevailing in the mills in different regions, if suffers from an inherent infirmity. . 

Industrial Disputes Act fXfV of 1947) — Bonus — Calculation of — Acrounts not con- 
pleted at the time of reference — Full Bench formula inapplicable — Tribunal 
is expected to decide dispute only as referred to it 

Industrial Disputes Act (XD' of 1947) — Dearness allowance — Linking with Priceindex 
— ^Discretion of the Tribunal .. 

Industrial Disputes Act(XrV of 1947)— Gratuity Scheme— Normal rule is quantum of 
gratuity is related to basic wage^— Departure from the normal rule, when can be 
made 

Industrial Disputes Act (XD' of 1947}— Strike by workers— Management dismissing 
three workers for misconduct by incitement, intimidation and riotous and 
disorderly behaviour considering them as very grave nature — ^Whether amounts 
to victimisation and discrimination 

Industrial Disputes Act (XD*” of 1947)— Ilages — Casual worker cannot expect same 
wages as permanent employee 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), sections 2 (a) and 10 

Industrial Disputes Act (XfV' of 1947), section 2(ir) (fl — Wages, meaning of— Mone- 
tary valueofthefreetelephoneandncwspapersandalso the car allowance, if 
could bpe included as part of wages 

Industrial Disputes Act (XIV of 1947), section 2 (rr). Schedule 3, item l—W'ages— 
Regions— industry Principle inapplicable — ^Procedure to be followed in 
fixing wages 

Industrial Disputes Act fXTV of 19471,-section 2 (p) and 18 (3)— Settlement, be-fore 
conciliation officer between, management and Association of workmen — Settle- 
ment in representative capacity— Binding on workmen - . 

IndustrialD'.spmes Act(X(Vof 1947),s::tions23(I).24and29 — ^Distinction between 
strikes envisaged by section 23 (c) and section 29 . . ^ 


212 

845 

829 


734 


734 

709 

709 

413 

413 

314 

420 

413 

35 

40j 

413 

420 

42 ? 



Pages 


lEdustrial Dispulas A« iXTVof 1947}, section 33-C (2) and the Minimum Wages Act 
(XI of 194S}, section 20 (I) — Interpretation— Claim for teases for overtime and 
for payment for work done on days of rest — No dispute as to rates— Applications 
under section 33-C (Z > — ^Juriscicticncf the Labour Court, if barred by the remedy 
under section 20 (]} of the Minimum Wages Act.. 

Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) .^ct (XX of 19-C. sections 3 to 7, 9 and 
10 and schedule 

Industrial Employment ^Standing Orders'. Central Rules ;1946}. Schedule I, 
Clause 14 — ^Scope — ^“Misconduct’', meaning of-— Serious misconduct, if may 
entail forfeiture of gratui ty due to the workmen . . 

fnterpretation of Statutes — ^Act, a temporary measure remaining in the statute book 
for oyer 20 years — No guidelines to regulate the exercise of the powers of the 
District Magistrate — Commissioner to exercise his discretion in preference to the 
dismetion exercised by the District Magistrate— Etate Government to exercise its 
powers in any way it pleases— Co.nstruction of the provisions according to the 
rules of construction of statutes resulting in anamolies — Court, if can fall back 


on the grammatical construaion- 
Eviction Act. 1947 


-U- P. (Temporary} Control of Rent and 


Interpretation of Smtutes — Contemporar.eo exposith — ^Meaning of the enartment 
obscure — Construction put upon it by authorities for a long time — Court.ifmay 
reson to contemporary construction 

rnterpretation of Statues — ^Doctrine of incidental or anctilery' power — Scope of 

Interpretation of Statutes — Provision as e.xception to general rule — Ccnstruction . . 

Interpretation of Statutes — Validating Acts — Scope of generally 

Jamma and Kashmir Preventive Detention Act fXUI of 1964'. section S, Proviso — 
Failure of detaining authority to communicate grounds of detention or inform 
the detenu Vvithin 10 days of detention — Detention illegal 

KeralaBuildings (Lease and RentCcntro!).A.ci(IIof 1965). sections 1 1 (4)(i;and 34(1), 
and Kerala Building (Lease and Rent Control} Act, i959 (X\T of 1959). section 11 
(“i)'}!) — Interpretation — ^Eviction on the ground of sub-letting — Proceedings insti- 
tute under the repealed Act to be continue under the new Act — Section 11 (4) (i) 
of the new Act, if corresponds to seaion 1 1 (4) (i) of the repealed Act 

Kerala Buildings (Lease and Rent Control) Act (II of 1965;, section 20 — Revisiooal 
powersof theDistrict Judge— -Court empowere to call for and examine the recorfs 

to find out legality etc. of theoeer— Court if could consider whether finding on evi- 

de.nce was proper — Cede of Civ iiP.''oceure (V of 190S/. section 1 15 

Labour Law — Badli workmen in textile unit required to remain available throughout 
the year when the factory is open — Condition requiring 240 days’ work to qualify 
for gratuity, if Justified 

Labour Law — Closure of part of business of the company — Closure genuine and real 
to effect economy and secure quality — Discharge of workmen on payment of 
retrenchment compensation — Tribunal, if could ask the company to reinstate 
the workmen . . 

Labour Law — Closure of business of the company genuine and real — Stoppage of 
part of a business (closure of S depots by the Company),! f could beinterferred with 
by an Industrial Tribunal— Closure entirely in the discretion of the company . . 

Labour Law — Fixation of gratuity — Terms of reference to the Tribunal — No reference 
to the Exation of the age of superannuation — Gratuity scheme, if may be imple- 
merteJ without fixing the age of sufcrannuaiion 

Labour Law — Gratuity, determination o^f— Payment of gratuity related to the basic 
wages in all textile centres in India — Gratuity computed on consciidaled wages 
for the Delhi recion, if could be justified — Section 2 (rr} Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 

Labour Law — Gratuity scheme, basis of— Industry-frim-region of unit-wise basis — 
— Common scheme for the entire textile industry at Delhi entailing much lower 
quantum of benefits compared to the benefits already available Jo workmen in 
two units in the same region — Unit-wise approach if could be adopted 

Labour Law — Individual dispute — Expo’osal by an outside union before the date of 
refereaci — Representative character — Claim of 25 per cent, of the Workmen of 
the establishment if could give the union a representative character 

Legislation — Object of — Constn.ctirr of 

Limitation .\ct (XXXVI of 1953), section 137 and third division of the Schedule — 
Ir.terprctatior. — Sjuxia:: g:r.eris — Meaning of the word “ other ’’ — Other articles in 
in the third division has reference to applications u.nder Civ il Procedure Code wtth 


I 

187 

'65 


658 

77 

2S5 

365 

288 

817 


51S 

518 

765 

465 

465 

765 

765 

765 

455 

893 



the ex^ption of applications under the Arbitration Act and also under the Cri- 
minal Proc^ureCod^AppHcations to be to Courts to be governed by the 
Ariicies in the third division and not to Industrial Tribunal or Lal^ur Court - - 

Limitation Act (IX of 3908), Articles 142 and 144 — Scope — Suit for possession on 
D^is oftitle alleging purchase and possession for over 12 years prior to suit — 
Plea of denial oftitle of plaintiff and adverse possession — Finding that plaintiff 
that possession within 12 years of suit was established — De* 
fendants found to be trespassers and providing no proof of possession or ad- 
verse possession— Decree on basis of possessorytitle— If justified Possesscrv 
title — Value of .. .. .( 

Lasurj’ T m on Tabacco (Validation) Act, 1964 tlX of 1964) and Constitution of 
India {,1950). ArticlesSOl and304(ij) — Prohibition imposed byArticleJO! when 
Every case must be judged on its own facts and circumstances — Duty 
of High Court . . 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act fH of 1959), section 2 (d) and section 7— 
‘Registered dealer’, a firm of buildi ng contractors — ^Purchase of Building materials 
— Liability to Purchase Tax 

Madhya Pradesh General Sales Tax Act (11 of 1959), section 18 (5) and rule 33 of the 
Rules, 1959 — Terms of R.ules 33 not mandatory — Notice, not giving a clear 
of 15 days to show cause — No suggestion of prejudice on account of insufficiency 
of time — ^Notice not invalid 

Madhya Pradesh Government Servants (Temporary and Quasi-Permanent Service) 
Rules (I960) Rule 12 and Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14,16, 31 1 and 320 
(3) (c)— Temporary Government servant (Civil Judge)- — Termination of services 
— Validity of — V'hether violative of Articles 14 and 16 of Constitution ofindia — 
Order passed without consulting State Public Service Commission under Article 
320 (3) (c) — ^Effect of — Order not by way of punishment — Article 3 1 1 not attracted 

Madhya Pradesh Money Lenders Act (XHI of 1934), section 9 — Prohibits awarding 
interest exceeding the principal of loan 

Madhya Pradesh Municipal Corporation Act (XXIII of 1956), section 430(3) — Scope 
—Cancellation of the confirmation of the bye-laws made byMunicipal Committee 
for inspection and regulation of slaughter— House if infringe fundamental right 
under Article 19 (I) (g) of the Constitution .. 

hfadras General Sales Tax Act (I of 1959) and Central Sales Tax Act (LXXIV of 1 956), 
section 5 (2) — Sea Customs Act (1S7S), section 3-A — Customs "frontier” in sec- 
tion 5 (2) of Central Act cannot oe construed to mean “customs barriers” — Must 
be Construe in accordance with notification issued Mdcr section 3-A of the Act 
read with the proclamation of the President of India, dated 22nd March, 1956 . . 

Madras General Sales Tax Act (I of 1959) — Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14 
and 301 — Imposition ol tax on sale of ‘cane jaggeo’’ while exempting that on 
‘palm jaggiiy’ — If discriminatory and violative of equality clause of the Consti- 
tution — Fre^ora of trade ana conunerce if imploded by the levy — Legislatixc 
power ofhas been colourably exercised in imposing the levy 

Madras Urban Land Tax Act (Xfl of 1966), section 6 and Constitution ofindia (1950;, 
Articles 14 and 19 (1) (/,(, Schedule VTI, List I, Ento'S6 and Schedule VII, List 
If, Entry 49 — Validity of the Act — WTicthcr a//ra %!res of Articles 14 and 19(1} 
Constitution of India — Act whether falls under Schedule VIL List I, Entry 86 or 
Schedule Vfl, List II, Entry’ 49 — Legislative entries to be given liberal interpreta- 
tion — No overlapping — Rctrospeaive operation of laws — \Vhcther unreasonable 

Maharashtra Municipalities Act. 1965 (XL of 1965), section 7 — ^Scope;— Eleaion 
petition — Reception of evidence of two vv'itncsscs called as Conn witnesses, if 
vitiates the whole trial — Order 16, rule 14. Civil Procedure Code. . 

Master and Servant — Agricultural Produce (Development and Varehousing'i Cor- 
porations Act iXXVni of 1956), Regulation 16 (3) and Specific Relief Act (1 of 
1877). section 21 — Dismissal of an employee in violation of Regulaticn 16 (3,— 
Effect of remedies — Contractfor personal service — No dcclaraticn to enforce the 
same will be normally granted — E.xccption .. 

Mines and Minerals (Regulation and Devclopmcntsy Act (LXVII of 1957) — Second 
Proviso to section 1 (2) added by Bihar Land Reforms f Amendment) Art, 1964 
(Bihar Act IV of !965t and the second sub-rule of RuJe20 added by notification 
on lOth December, 1964 to Bihar Mineral Concession Rules (1564) — Validity of. . 

Mysore Village Panchayats and Local Boards Art (X of 1959), section 220 and the 
Mysore Panchayat ^cretaries’ Powers and Duties RuIes(I963), rule 16 — Interpre- 
tation— Contravention of seCTion 220 by the members of the Panchayat— Private 
complaint.if could be entertained 

Orissa Land Reforms Act (X\'I of 1 960} and Orissa Land Reforms f Amendment) Act 
CX\' of 1965) Ciiaptcr IV’ and Constitution of India (I950 j, Articles 31 (25, 31 
(2-A) and 31 -A — Validity of Chapter IV of Amendment Art - < 



Pages 


Orissa Sales Tax Act (XIV of 1947), section 2(g), 91 (I) and 2? (I) (a) — Sale — Failure 

to register as dealer — Lew of Penaltj' — Justification for ., ,. 318 

Penal Code (XLV of 1860), section 120-A — Criminal conspiracy — Agrcpnwnt.gist of 

offence— General conspiracy — Ingredients ., ., •• 149 

Penal Code (XLV of 1860), sections 314 and 109 — Charge of abetting Utojatise mis- 
carriage of the deceased (women) accused convicted for abetting the deceased to 
cause miscarriage — Charge of abetment, if fails because the substantive offence 
is not established against the accused ,, ., ,, 180 

Pepsu Tenancy and Agricultural Lands Act, (XIII of 1955), section 32 (KJO and 
Pepsu Tenancy and Agricultural Lands (Amendment and Validation) Act (XVI of 
1962) sub-section (2) of section 1 — Date of section 32 (KK) coming into force - - 537 

Practice — ^Judicial trial — ^Essential attributes — ^Disputed claim — Judicial determina- 
tion, to be supported by the most cogent reasons that suggest the themselves to 
a Judge ,, ,, ,, ., ,, 125 

Practice and Procedure — One Bench of a Higlt Court disagreeing with the decision 
already rendered by another co-ordinate bench of the same High Court — Pro- 
cedure to be followed ,. ,, ., ,, 893 

Presidential and Vice-Presidential Elections Act tXXXI of 1952), sections 4 and 18 — 

Presidential and Vice-Presidential Elections Rules (1952). R. 4 — Election of 
Vice-President— Nomination paper sent by post — Validity — Rejection ofinralid 
nomination paper — Returning Officer if can reject as soon as it is received or 
should wait till date of scrutiny .. .. 908 

Prevention of Food Adulteration Act (XXXVH of 1954), section 20 — ^Scope — Pro- 
secution as offence the Act — Requirement of written consent of the Govern- 
ment or local authority — Complaint by the Food Inspector — Accused not ques- 
tioning the maintainability of the complaint during the trial as well as in appeal — 

Accused if could be permitted to raise the contention after the disposal of the 

appeal . . 236 

Prevention of Food .Adulteration .\ct (XXXVII of 1954), section 7 read with section 
16. rules 26 and 28 and sub-section (2i of section 13 — Criminal Procedure Code 
(Vof 1898). sections 257 and 510(2) — Public Analyst rcPort-;-Right of accused of 
section 257, Criminal Procedure Code, to require the Public Analyst to be pro- 
duced — Duty of Court . . . . ... . . 899 

Prevention of Food Adulteration Rules (1955), Proviso to Rule 12-A — Interpretation 
— Requirement of tvarranty in writing about “ the nature, substance and quality ” 
of the article of food as demanded by the vendor — “ Quality is up to the mark *’if 
could be interpreted to have same effect as certifying “ the nature, substance and 
quality” of an article of food . . . . . . 393 

Preventive Detention Act (IV of 1950). section 3 — Scope — Detenu and his associates 
using deadly weapons, acid bulbs.iron rods, lathis etc .indiscriminately and thus 
endangering human livesin the locality — Detenu and his associates also preventing 
the police constables from discharging their lawful duties — Grounds of detention 


if have reference merely to maintenance of order. .. .. 398 

Preventive Detention Act (V of 1950), section 3 (1) (///—Interpretation—” The main 
tenance of public order, meaning of — “ Public order ”, if takes in every kind of 
infraction of order or only some categories thereof — Assault on solitary indivi- 
duals, if leads to public disorder .. -. ... 724 

Preventive Detention Act (IV of 1950), section 3 (1) (ii) and 3 (2)^copc— Detention 
under — Grounds of detention one of them vague — Detention, if infringes the 
Constitutional safeguard under Article 22 (5) . . . . . . 724 

Preventive Detention .-Vet (fV of 1950). section 3 (2,i— Power of detention under the 
.Act — An exceptional power— Detention for maintenance of “public” order — 

When justified — “ Law and Order” distinguished from “ public order” . . 903 

Probationer — Period of probation fixed — Stipulation. liable to be terminated during 
the period — If contravention of standing order — Finding of the Labour Court, 

‘colourable exercise of the power’ — Termination without hearing the probationer 
— ^%'alidity .. .. .. -. J57 

Public Employment (Requirement as to Residence) .Act (XHVof 1957), section 3 and 
Andhra Pradesh Public Employment (Requirement as to Residence) Rules (1959), 
rule 3— Validity of . . • . • • . • 365 

Punjab Pre-emption .-Vet (1 of 1913/, as amended by the Punjab Pre-emption Amend- 
ment Act. I960 and by Punjab Act (XIII of 1964). section 15 t2;— Interpretation 
— “ In the son or daughter of such female,” meatiingof— Right of pre-emption, if 
Would vest i n the son or daughter of the husband from another wi fc — Retroactive 
intention, if could beattributed to the Legislature .. .. 32 g 



T ' ' - - 

Punjab Security of Land Tenures Act, 1953 (Punjab Act X of 1953;, sections 18 (1), 
18 (2) and 24 and section 84 of the Tenano’ Act (XST of 1887) (Punjab)— Scope 
—Tenant enabled to purchase from the landowner the land held by him, but not 
included in the reserved area or selected area of the owner— Assistant Collector 
authorised to_ determine the value of the land, but he should decide first whether 
the land tvas included in the reserved or selected area — Financial Commissioner, 
if could go into the question whether the Assistant Collector had rightly assumed 
jurisdiction 

Railway Servant’s Conduct and DisciplinaiyRulK, R. 1713 — Scope of— No particular 
form or ma nn er in which the disciplinary authority should record &dincs laid 
down .. .. .. .. 

Railway Stores (Unlawful Possession) Act (LI of 1955}, sections — Ingredients of 
offence — Burden of proof — Section 2 — “ Ratiwaj’ Stores” — Meaning of 

Reference —Judgment of Supreme Court or Hi^ Court — Duty of Tribunal to pass 
orders in conformity with the judgment 

Representation of People Act (XLIII of 1951), smions 16, 30and 62 (2) and Part III — 
Scope — ^Election petition — Electoral roll challenge of — ^\’’olerif incurs disquali- 
fication by becoming a Government servant by the time the polling took place. . 

Representation of the People Act (XLUI of 1951), section 23 (3) — Amendment of the 
electoral roll after the last date for making the nomination was over — ^Validity . . 

Representation of the People Act (XLIII of 1951), section 62 (1) — Scope _ 

Representation of the People Act (XLIII of 1951), section 92 (a) — Election petition — 
— ^Inspection of ballot papers — ^When may be permitted 

Representation of the People Act (XLUI of 1951), section I I6-A— Scope — ^Appeal 
under fresh evidence — ^Appellant, if could change his case and narrow the field 
of enquiry 

Representation of the People Act (XLUI of I95I),scction 123 (1/ — Effect — Scope of. . 

RcpresentationofthePeopIeAct{XLniofl951},section 123(4) — Scope — Actintcnded 
to protectfrcedomof speech and also to restrain malicicus propaganda — Pcrscnal 
character and conduct of the candidate — Sub-section ‘-fi) contravened when any 
false allegation of fact pierces the ptolitician and (ouches the person of the candi- 
date 

Representation ofthe People. 4.ct (XLUI of 1951), section 123 (3-A) — Scope — Promo- 
tion of, or attempt to promote, feelings of-enmity or hatred between different 
classes of citizens of India on grounds of religion, race, caste, community or 
language made a corrupt practice — Such promotion or attempt to promote enmity 
or hatred also to be for the furtherance of the election of the candidate or for pre- 
judicially affecting the election of any candidate — Personal character or condua, 
meaning of . . 

Res judicata — Deity, not a necessary party, joined as a defendant — ^No relief claimed 
against the deity — Appeal against the dismi^I of the suit — ^Appeal dismissed 
against deity for non-payment of guardians costs— No final d^sion _ bj’ the 
appellate Court against the deity on the queaion of the costs — ^No to suit lands 
— ^Decision of the Trial Court, if operates as res Judicata 

Sale of Goods Act (UI of 1930). seciions 3, 4 (a) and 19 — ^Scope-^-Contract to OJt the 
trees ofmore than I2inches girth — Stumps oftrees after cutting to be thrccinchcs 
high — Trees if “ ascertained goods ” before being felled 

Sale of Goods — Millssupplying water free and the Electriciiy Board mskirg a pro-rate 
charge of conversion of w-aterinto steam— Supply of steam on actual cost basis, 
if amounts to sale 

Sales Tax — Contract whether for sale of goods or for service — Depends upon the main 
object of the parties gathered from terms of contract, circumstances of transaction 
and custom of the trade — Contract for providing and fixing “ windows ”, of 
certain sizes in accordance with specifications, designs and drawing etc. — TOe- 
ther works contract or contract for sale of goods — Test .. — 

Sales Tax — ^Single order of assess.-aent for a particular year — ^Part of assessment illegal 
— ^.Assessment if invalid in /ofo . . 

Saurashtra Land Reforms Act (XXV of 19511 and Saurashtra Agricultural Debtor's 
Relief Act (XXUI of 1954) — Object — Change in the relationship between the 
Girasdar and tenants — ^Rights of debtors and cralitors — Scaling down of debts 
and restoration of property to debtors — Occupancy — Certificates given to the 
morlgagccs,ifcxtinguishlbetillcortbeniortg3gors{deblors) .. 

Sea Customs .Act (VUt of IS7S;. section 167 (SI). Penal Code tXLV of I860), section 
120-B and Foreign Exchange Regulation Act (ATI of 1947). section 8 f 1} and sec- 
tion 23-A — ^Import of gold in contravention of section 8 (I) of the Foreign Ex- 
change Regulation Act — Criminal conspiracy to evade restrictiots— Punishable 


P;t6li 


645 

534 

924 

42! 

469 

550 

550 

353 

439 

809 


820 


820 


462 

757 


750 


72 

168 


87 



under section 167 (81), Sea Customs Act and section I20-B, Penal <i>dc (XLV of 

I860) .. .. -- .. .. 149 

Sea Customs Act (VlII of 1878), sections I71-A and 172 .. .. 701 

Standing Orders of the Company, Standing Orders, 2, 14 and 32 .. .. 187 

Standing Orders — Certified and coming into operation — Whether governs employees 
of the company appointed long before — Prior aw’md between the parties — 

Technical considerations of res judicata or principles analogous thereto — 

Appliability .. .. .. .. .. 187 

accession Act \.XXXIX of 1925), section 105 — Legacy — Legatee not surviving the 

testator — ^Lapse— Intention to exclude lapse, when can be inferred .. 132 

Succession Act (XXXtX of 1925), section ISO — Doctrine of election — Applicability 

of — Principle for compensation not recognised . . .. .. 144 

Suppression of Immoral Trafiicin Women and Girls Act iClV of 1956), section 15(1) 

— Scope — Search of the premises — Omission to record the reasons before search 

or even thereafter in a proper way' if makes the trial illegal .. .. 929 

Suppression of Immoral Trafiicin Women and Girls Act !.CIV of 1956). section 15 (2) 

— Scope— Search of the premises — Non-compliance- with the directions, if 
amounts to an illegality — Criminal Procedure Code (V of IS9S), section 537 — 

Applicability .. .. .. .. .. 929 

Taxing Statutes — ^Interpretation of . . . . . . . . 554 

Trade and Merchandise Marks Act fXLlII of 1958), section 2 (7) and section 12 (1) — 

Registration of trademark — ‘Andal’ and ‘/^unbal’ — ^Deceptively similar in sound 
— Ocular Comparison not always the decisive test . . . , 23 

Transfer of Property (IV of 1882), sections 4, 54 and Registration Act (XNT of 1908), 
sections 17, 49— Document requiring registration under section 54 — ^Transfer of 
Property Act (IV of 1882) not registered — ^Effect of— WTiether admissible in 
evidence, in view of section 49, Registration Act (XVI of 1908) . . 53 ' 

Transfer of Property Act (IV of 1882), sections 5, 14 and 105 — Lease for 10 years — 

Option given to lessee to get the lease renewed after every ten years — Whether 

hit by rule of perpetuity .. .. .. .. 905 

Transfer of Property .-\ct(IV of 1882) sections 58 and 100— Agreement to mortgage— 

If creates a charge in presenti—IS amounts to mortgage . . . . 487 

Transfer of Property Act (IV of 1882), section 100 — Charge on immovable pro- 
perty — ^When created . . . . . . . . 347 

Travancore-Cochin General Sales Tax Rules. (1950), rule 33 — Interpretation — ^.Assess- ' 

ment of escaped turnover of business — “ Determine” — Meaning of— Assessment, 
if denotes the entirety of proceedings or the final order of assessment. . . 39O 


U P. Industrial Disputes .Act (XXVIIT of 1947), sections 6 and 6-A and Civil Procedure 
Code (V of 1938), section 152 and Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules {1957}, Rule 
28 — ^Effect of sections 6 and 6-A-;-Aw3rd by Labour Court — Correction — ^When 
can be maJc — Time -limit for making such correction — Correctional Jurisdiction 
under section 6 (6) identical to section 152, Civil Procedure Code and Rule 28, 


Industrial Disputes Rules .. .. .. .. 137 

U- P- Industrial Disputes Rules (1957), Rule 16, sub-rules (1) and (2) — In- 
terpretation — Labour Court — Absence of the party, having notice of the date of 
hearing — Court, enjoined to proceed with the case under rule 16(1) passing order 
in the absence of the party on merits — Application to be filed for setting aside 
rule 16 (2j — RuIeI6 (2) if applies toanordcrdismissingthccascfordefault .. 441 

U.P. Municipalties Act(IIof 1916), section 97 — Scope — Contract on behalf of the 
ManicipalBoardtobcinwritingandtobesigaed by the President and by the 
Executive Ooieer — List of bids duly signed and resolution sanctioning the 
auction sale, if incompliance with section 97 .. .. .. 446 

U.P. Panohayat Raj Act (XX\'I of 1947), section 95 (1) (g) — Pradhan elected under 
— Nature of office— Power of Government to suspend an elected Pradhan pending 
enquiry into charges against him .. .. .. 285 

Uttar Pradesh (Temporary) Control of Rent and Eviction .Act (III of 19-^7), sections 3 
(3) and 7-F— ^ope^^uit for eviction — ^Permission to institute — State Govern- 
ment cancelling the permission given by the Commissioner — Suit, if becomes in- 
competent — Judicial process .. •• .. .. 97 


U. P. -(Temporary} Control of Rent and Eviction .Act (III of 1947), sections 3 and 7 
{ft — Inrerpretaticn — Landlord and tenant — Landlord desiring to evict his tenant 
on grounds other than (a) to (g) ofsection3 (1) to obtain permission of the District 
Magistrate for instituting the suit — Order of the Commissioner on revision given 
finality subject to the order by the State Govenunent — Landlord filing the suit 
after obtaining permission from the Cbmraissioner, but State Government 
revoking the p-ermission — Suit validly instituted, if ceases to be maintainable . . 658 



U.P. (Temporary) Control of Rent and Eviction Act (111 of 1947), sections 3 (1), 3 (3) 
and 7-F — Suit for ejectment after obtaining permission under section 3 (1) to insti- 
tutethe suitfromRentControlandEviction Officer — ^During pendency of suit 
permission revoked by Commissionerundersection 3 (3) but restored by State 
Government under section 7-F— Validity of decree passed in the suit .. 544 

U.P. Zamindari Abolition and Land Reforms Act (1 of 1950), sections 6 and 9 — Scope 

of — Meaning of the word ‘held’ in section 9 . . . . . . 893 

WakfsAct(XXIXof 1954), section 57(1) and (3)— Scope .. 357 

Wealth-tax Act tXXVI of 1957) , sections 7 (2) (a) and 27 (6) — ^Wealth-tax — Net Wealth 
— Business assets—Valuation — Global valuation — Written down value or balance- 
sheet value— Value shown by assessee in the balance-sheet if inflated— Onus of 
proof on assessee— Balance-sheet value to be adopted in the absence of such 
proof • • • • • • - • • . 428 


Words and Phrases — ‘ Held ’ meaning of .. .. .. 893 

Words and Phrases — Rate — Meaning of . . . . - . 288 

Words and Phrases — “regulation.”.. .. .. .. 305 

Words and Phrases — ‘Under the authority of’. .. .. 35 

Working Journalists (Conditions of Service) and Miscellaneous Provisions Act (XLV 
of 1955), sections 2, 5 (I) (d) and 17 — Scope — “Newspaper employee” and 
“ Working Journalist,” definitions of (to be subject to a contMt to the contrarj') 

— Respondent (an ex-employee), if entitled to maintain his application for 
gratuity .. .. .. -■ •• 401 



Ij 


THE SUFREIIE COURT JOURNAL 


69 


THE ROLE OF LAW TEACHERS IN THE FUTURE 
DEVELOPMENT OF INTERNAHONAL LAW. 

Sy 

Satyavrata Patel, ll. m.. Professor. Law Faailty Baroda University. 

The role that a teacher can play in the future growth of International Law would 
a Imited^ one, but supreme within the limits. There are two powers that effect 
m their conjunction the desired changes in any situation, no less in law. One is 
the power that perceives the need of or conceives the changes, and the power th'^t 
executes or implements those chafes which it accepts. In old Indian sociological 
prms the Brahmin and the I^hatnya stand respectively for these. The Brahmin’s 
instrument is the pen or the idea, and the Kshatriya’s instrument is the weapon or 
the tool. And the teacher is the Brahmn, he can with his pen create an opinion 
which IS supreme or tends to be supreme in the long run, if not immediately Shelley 
the English poet, has said. ‘ Poets are the unacknowledged legislators of mankind 
With no less justice and justification an 1 8th centuiy writer on International Law w'rites 
that a wnter on International Law is the legislator of the future. It is this role th-’t 
a teacher can best play in International Law'. And perhaps for good, in the field 
of International Law, the teacher tends to be a jurist as well as the la’wyer or the 
role of all the three is rolled into one. ’ 

The teacher by his wise and patient labour, scientific and rational, and liberal 
and humanistic approach can suggest solutions to the chronic problems ofour-’ce 
solutions at once just and fair, though indeed what isjust and fair may remain a 
matter of deep controversy. 


^w- has to change with the changing needs of society, the new temper of the 
world. In rendering possible a right change, the teacher can create an atmosuhere 
which IS conducive to its ready acceptance. • !>- 

As the statement principles laid dow-n by the Bangkok Conference of Intern- 
tional Commission of Jurists in 1965 reads ; 


“ Law and lawyers are instruments of social order The law is not 

negative and unchanging Order is important, but it must be an evolving order- 

the law must be firm yet flexible and capable of adopting itself to a changing world’. 

The lawyer has a deep moral obligation to uphold and advance the rule of the 
law in whatever spheres he may be engaged ” 

The problems require the lawyer to play a vital role in their solution The Hwver 
must look beyond the narrow confines of the law and gain understandine of the 
society m which he lives, so that he may play his part in its advancement 

Life is a continual growth, a constant flux and the chaUenges that "life-here 
the life of International^ community— offers also change if not in kind at least in 
emphasis. In anticipating the change in making pre-fabricated solutions by cons 
tractive imagination he can indeed play an important part. 

In proriding anticipatory solutions which make the adjustments simnler in 
yolnng less fnctions, in rendering the birth-pangs of a nesv inteinational ord?r o’r an 

international order based on w-iderjustice or richer concept of justice less painful 

He can be the midwife of the new order at the ideational level. P-*niui. 

It may be said life is so new and changing that the search of justice is continual 
almost unceasing, unending, that the role of a lawyer or law teacher would ii^drcd 
remain as one of sharpening the tools of justice, deepening the quest of iusS^n 
broadening Its base, to make justice more rcalired in international affihs The 
law-tc^ch-r is aLo a lawyer and the lawyer can by his understanding better help shape 
the fut-arc order. InJajing the backs of international order he can docs^ave^ 

the sapper. And when the order is fully operative 
ot rightly implementing its mandates. 

S J-II 
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Sn Aurobmdo, one of the greatest philosophers, has said, that before a thing 
becomes a reality it must be conceived in thought, in seed-form. In broadcasting 
that seed-form, making the ideal more easily acceptable to the large generality of 
mankind, in making the soil more ready for the realization of the ideal, the teacher’s 
role can indeed be supreme. In several ways be can render this possible : 

, (1) By teaching he can influence human minds and if child is the father of man, 
he is influencing- the future generations with his ideas and the ideas he sows shall 
germinate in the future. 

(2) By writing on law and research in improving methods and institutions 
of law he can make his solutions acceptable to the world at large. 

(3) He can create models for the future world law as Clark-Sohn, the model 
envisaged in ‘ World Peace through World Law, Harward University’ Press, 1964, 
as patterns for the future and comparing and contrasting the present with future of 
the ideal and suggesting the ways and means of bridging the gulf and of filling the 
lacuna. 

(4) The idealists as Bhave or Gandhi type would tend to be soaring in the 
ethereal ideal ground ; the politician or the man of action who has decisions in his 
hands tends to be more crude in his approach. The wise-teacher can be mediator 
bst^veen the two. He may make the high-soaring idealism, an idealism with its 
legs more firmly implemented on the soil and at the same time make the crude realists 
or realities look to the ideas and make them less crude and tiy to widen its Horiazons 
and may make those with political decisions more amenable to higher influences, 
to larger vistas of justice or fair play. 

The challenge to the teacher indeed is great. One does not know’ if he can 
rise to the challenge of the situation. But if he has the mettle, he has an opportunity. 

The teacher may not have to teach but preach, may have to shed his ivory’- 
tower isolation and not merely preach but work for it. The teacher has a certain 
detachment that helps him officer solutions, but he may have to Fight for solu- 
tions when things acquire acute urgency or imperative importance. 

The chief problem for the world law is depoliticising politics, to create binding 
legal norms where only power-politics or vesf^ interests rule the roost. But in de- 
politicising the political decisions, the crucial decisions can only be taken by the poli- 
tician. Therefore, he has to be persuaded for he cannot be coerced or cajoled even 
if one wills. In making the might subordinated to right, political powers to Dharma, 
the key role of a silent persuasion, persistent persussion, tire-less propaganda can 
be performed by a law-teacher. 

The Role of a teacher is of a propagandist, jurist, practical man of affairs, 
bricklayer of a right international order. As D. P. O. Connell has : aid : 

" He must attain to some degree of abstraction in order to percive the beginnings 
and ends of his subject and the relevance of the data to his acknowledged goal and 
to render explicit that which was implicit in the vital rclatiorsiiips of the peoples”* 

To realize the unrealised harmonies of law the international lawyer must play 
a creative role and for that he mast as D. P. O. Connell says : He must be a historian, 
a linguist, a sociologist and a critic." 

He must be a historian, we may add, because he must have the total perspective, 
he must be a philosopher for he must have a vision which he wants to implement, 
he must be a sociologist for he must understand the social framwork within which 
he has to act and uplift things he must be a critic for he must criticise the limitations 
of methods and institutions he or others use to reshape them to advantage; he must 
be a linguist for language is a delicate tool which he has to employ to effect in his 
search for an ideal order of things or achieving higher standards of international 
justice. 

Certainly the teacher can play a vco' important role in rcsoh’ing the tension bet- 
ween the actual and the ideal, in rendering more meaningful the dialogue between 
the present and the future ideal state of afiairs in bridging the gap between them, in 
implementing the higher goals. 


1. International Law, 1965, P. 36 

2. Ibid. 
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"LUBILITY FOR INJURY OR DAMAGE CAUSED BY SPACE CRAFT . 

By 

V. G. Goswam, m.a.ll.m.* 

A problem much, mooted by the first generation of space lawyers is that of 
liability for damage caused to life or property on earth, in air space, or in outer 
space by a space instrumentality through its falling, collision, explosion or the 
Iike.^ In other words, the problem of compensation to third States is knocking 
at the doors of international jurists for its b^t and just solution. - 

It would be difficult to find any aspect of space law as complex as that rela- 
ting to the definition and delimitation of liability of States for space activities 
causing injury or damage to third States. The purpose of the present article is to 
study the problem in question from its various angles; Who should be liable? 
Whether liability should be joint or several ? What type of interest is to be pro- 
tected ? What type of activity makes a State liable ? What is proper machinery, 
if any to determine liability ? What are the sanctions available to make a State 
bear the loss ? What is the impact of Space treaty on the probl^ ? These are 
some que^ons which have received varying answers under different municipal 
s3’Stems.* 

The dangers and risks to life and property are present at every step in space 
•exploration. In the event of unsuccessful launching, a space activity may result 
in destruction of the space instrumentality itself including astronauts or scientists 
handling it on one hand and damage or loss to person or property of a third Stale. 
In the case of AppoUo-13 which missed attaining its prime objective of landing 
men on the moon, the mysterious accident that put its main electric supply out 
of action took place about 320,000 kilometres from earth as the craft was nearing 
the moon. A little disbalance of mind of the astronauts im'ght have resulted in 
the sad death of all the astronauts. The disaster was avoided, however by the 
brilliant individual and team performances of the astronauts and the equally skilled 
and devoted men at mission control.'* Space travel still is, therefore in its early 
pioneering stage. However, the safe return of the Appolo-13 astronauts demons- 
trates man’s increasing mastery over the domains surrounding the earth.® Alte- 
rations arc likely to be made in the electrical en^eering sj’Stem in order to avoid 
tlie Appolo-13 f5pe explosion which occurred in a section where oxygen and 
hydrogen were stored.® STwigert answered the newsman, “You arc asking me 
-whether I prayed. I certainly did, and I have no doubt that perhaps my prayers 
and the prayers of the rest of the people contributed an awful lot to us getting 
back”.® Tlius it seems that success or failure of space venture depends on the 
kindness of the Supreme Power. Under the circumstances where there is every 
chance to cause damage or loss to person or property, the problem of compensa- 
tion is of prime importance. 


• Lecturer in Law, Lucknow University, Lucknow. 
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j!" sug^sted that the Intemational Convention is the only solution 

to this problem-, and it has observed, “The question of habilify may be one 
of non-pohtical subjects on which international agreement can be reached”.® 

I. Wlw should be liable? 


Under this hrad, there are various relevant questions such aS ; Is liability to 
be ^sumed by the launching State, or the State that operates and controls the 
or me State which supplied the finance, material and technical skill? Is 
habihty to be joint or several? How much compensation is to be paid ? 

One may refer here to the dMt convention put forward by the United States, 
at Geneva, in 1962, which contained provisions as under : 

(Oj States or intemational organizations responsible for the launching of 
Space veMcles should be liable internationally for personal injury. Joss of life, or 
property damage caused thereby, whether such injury, loss of life, or prop^ 
damage occurs on land, on the sea or in the air. A claim based on person^ 
injury, loss or damage caused by a spare vehicle, should not require proof of fault 
On the part of the State or States or international organization responsible for 
launching the spare vehicle in question, although the degree of care which rea- 
soimbly ou^t toriiave been exercised by the person or entity on whose behalf 
claim is jnade, might pmgedy bs taken into accesnt. (c) A claim may he 
presented internationally to the State or States or international organization res- 
ponsible for the launching of a spare vehicle causing exhaustion of any local 
remedies that may be avafiable. (d) The presentation of claim should be made 
within a reasonable time after the occurrence of injuiy, loss, or damage, (e) The 
Intemational Court of Justice should have jurisdiction to mijudicate on any dis- 
pute relating to the interpretation or application of intemational agreement on 
h’ability in ^e absence of an agreement between the States concerned on another 
means of settlement”.® 


In the sub-committee there was general a^e^ent on principle (a) of the 
above draft resolution, but with respect to the principle of absolute liability, views 
were expressed that it would be difficult to prove fault or n^’gence in the case 
of space vehicles in contrast with air-craft, and that this principle could not be 
applied in. all instances, for example, where two space vehicles collided”.'® 

It would seem desirable that in cases where several States are involved, where 
for example, the State constructing and owning the space vehicle was not the 
same, as the launching State, one State should be held liable instead of an artifi- 
cial arithmetical exercise being undertaken to allocate liability. As Prof. Coop^ 
observed : “I happen to have been a rather careful student of the recently dis- 
cussed proposed conventions on catastrophic damage caused by nuclear incidence; 
they deal with the problem on the basis of channelling the liability to a single 
entity to save much trouble. I would say without question that liability should 
be channelled as an intemational obligation to the State which has launched or 
authorised the launching of the space vehicle”," ' 


Such a proposition would seem to be in accordance with the vic %\-5 of many 
writers and States." It has also been proposed that there should be some form of 


7. B;resford, ‘Liability for ground damage caused by Space craft* Federal Bar Journal 
(July, 1959), p. 254. 

8. Jjssup and Taubenfeld loc. cil , p. 241. 

9. U.S.Proposalon liabilityforspaccvehiclc accidents, u. N. Doc. A/A C 105/C 2/14 
(June 4, 1962). 

10. ‘Every Man’s United Kations’ (7th Edn. p. 447.) 

11. ‘Damage to third parties on the surface caused by space vehicles’ Survey of legal opinion 
on the law of Outer Space (edited by Haley etc , I960) p. 133. 

12. U.N. Doc., .A/AC 105/C 2'SR 1. p. 9 (August 21, 1965;. 
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licensmg between a State and private companies and that a State should still retain 
international responsibility for those activities which it had authorised. 

The Legal Sub-committee has been engaged in working out acceptable draft 
agreements on basic principles governing the activities of States in outer space, 
on liability for damage resulting from such activities and on rescue of astro- 
nauts and space-ships making emergency landings. In 1963, the Sub-committee 
produced an agreed text on the above subject, which was unanimously adopted in 
the form of a resolution by the General Assembly on 13th December, 1963. 

Paragraph 5 of the resolution focussed attention on the legal liability or 
responsibility in operating space objects. It reads thus, “States bear international 
responsibility for national activities in Outer Space, whether carried on by gov- 
ernmental agencies or by non-govemmental entities, and for assuring that national 
activities are carried on in conformity with the principles set forth in the present 
declaration. The activities of non-govemmental entities in Outer Space shall 
require authorisation and continuing supervision by the State concern^. When 
activities are carried on in Outer Space by an international organization, responsi- 
bility for compliance with the principles set forth in this declaration shall be 
borne by the International Organization and by the State participating in it.”^* 

Commenting on the provisions, Mr. Gardner observed : “The paragraph 
gave assurance to the Soviets and others that a State is responsible for the private 
space activities of its national as well as for public efforts carried on by the Gov- 
ernment itself. Pursuant to the terms of the resolution, every State must lake 
care that private activities are authorised and supervised by the State concerned”. 

Para. 8 of the Resolution provides : “Each State which launches or procures 
the launching of an object into Outer Space, and each State from whose territory 
or facility, an object is launched, is internationally liable for the damage, to a 
foreign State or to its natural or juridical persons, by such object or its component 
parts on the earth, in the air space, or in outer space”.’® 

Implementation of this principle will require not only a detailed express 
agreement setting forth substantive rights ; there will be ne^ also to make provi- 
sion for international institutions to resolve such issues. It is expected that dis- 
putes of this kind can be settled through peaceful processes including recourse 
to diplomacy or the world Court.” The view has also been advocated that each 
State might create a guarantee fund or otherwise bind itself to compensate its 
nationals who suffer damage upto a fixed minimum. The affected State should, 
then be able to proceed against the States, who in fact, caused the damage and so 
recover the money.’® • , 

Other writers favour the establishment of an ‘international guarantee fund’ to 
pay for damage caused by satellites, except where such damage was caused inter- 
nationally. The view has been critidsed on the ground of possible complica- 
tions.’® One more difficulty, in such a case, may arise that many States may not 
be willing to contribute to such fund. 


13. U. N. Doc A/A C 105/C 2/S R 10, p. 6. 

14. Resolution 1962 (XN'in), Y. U. N. 1963, p. lOI. 

15. 'OutcrSpacc : A breakthrough for International Law’, 50, American Bar Association 
Journal (Jan. 1964) p. 31. 

16. U. N. Doc. A/RcsoIu:ion/I962 fXXTII). 

17. C. Q.Christol, ‘Space Stations : A Lawyer’s point of view'— 4, IJ. I.L. ;1964), p 496. 
1 S Cooper he. cii., p. 133. 

19 Ibid., p. 134. 
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When the L^gal Sub-committee began, its third session in March, 1964, it had 
before it in addition to a working paper on the unification of certain rules govern- 
ing liability for damage caused by space devices introduced by Belgium in 1963, 
^o other drafts concerning liability for damage caused by the launching of objects 
into Outer Space ; a draft convention propo^ by the United States and a draft 
agreement proposed by Hungary.*® 

. It may be correct to say that in this field, there has been progress. There is 
need for the establishment of an international institution to deal with the issues. 
If an international space authority or organisation is established, provision will 
have to be made in its constitutive instrument for capacity to sue and be sued for 
damage and injury caused by space craft. Such provision will be all the more 
necessary if the organisation has authority to launch satellite for the common 
benefit of its members.*^ 

It is gratifying that an international space treaty on outer space has been 
concluded. It has embodied principles contained in Resolution i962 (XVlII).f 
It has provided that the State which launches or procures the launching of an 
object into Outer Space or from whose territory such object is laimched, shall be 
internationally liable for any damage which may result therefrom** 

The liability will attach even where the activities are carried out by a non- 
governmental entity, which, however, is permitted to do so only under the authori- 
sation and oonSnurng supervision of the State concerned.*® The Article also 
provides for activities carried out by International Organization, e.g. E.L.D.O., 
where there could be a combination of interests as far as the launching, owning, 
and controlling States are concerned. The Treaty in such cases provides for the 
joint and concurrent liability of the member States of its international organiza- 
tion and the organization itself.** 

The reference to the mternational organization has been specially made in 
view of the fact that cormtries with limited resources would be more inch'ned to 
participate in activities imdertafcen jointly through such organizations. e.g. 
in projects like the rocket sounding range at Tbumba, in India.*® 

On the matter of return of. and assistance to astronauts and space ships 
making emergency landings. Article VJil of the Space treaty provides that juris- 
diction, control and ownership over objects launched into Outer Space or on 
personnel thereon, shall remain with the State on whose registry the object is 
carried. Therefore they shall be returned to that State, wherever they may be 
found, on fcmishing identifying data.** 

Since activities in Outer Space are intended for the common benefit of all 
mankind the treaty emphasises the status of the astronauts as “envoys of man- 
kind in Outer Space”, with a corresponding obligation on all States to render 
all possible asastance in the event of accident, distress or emergency landing, and 
to return them promptly to the State registry of the space vehicle.' 

It is significant to note, that on these two subjects: liability for damage 
caused as a result of activities in space — and on assistance to and return of the 
astronauts and space crafts in distress, the treaty only presents the bare ground- 

20. Y.U.N.. 1964, p. 77. 

21. J. F. Mcmahon /oc., cit.,p. 38S. 

22. Space Treaty, 1966, (AjticIe’VII) rntcmational Legal Material Vol., V, Nov , 1966 rp- 
1109, 1112. 

23. The Space Treaty, Article VI. 

24. M. Chandrashekharan, ‘The Space Treaty’, 7 1.J. I L , (Jan. 1967,t, p 64. 

25. Ibid, p. 64. 

J. Space Treaty, Article V 
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work of the I^al sub-committee which has been engaged in preparing tw'O draft 
agreements to regulate them.* 

The work of making rules regarding liability has been left to the Legal Sub- 
Committee, due to diver^t views on the point. The Legal Sub-Committee is 
constantly working in this field and the laws relating to Outer Space are gradu- 
ally taking shape. ^ The United Nations had convened an Ihtemational Con- 
ference in Vienna. The Conference had examined the practical benefits of ^ce 
exploration and the opportunities available to non-space powers for international 
co-operation with special relevance to the n^ds of the developing countries.* 

The U.S.S.R- representative said that the agreement on the rescue and the 
return of astronauts was of great importance, as also the proposed convention 
on liability for damage which might be caused by objects launched into outer 
space. TTie Outer Space Committee diould now make every effort to have the 
convention apply not onlj' to damages on earth and in the air but also in Outer 
Space.® 

It follows firom the above discussion that under the provisions of the Treaty 
concerning the Exploration of the Moon and other celestial bodies- via., the 
Spacff Treaty of 1966. the question. Vio should be liable’ seems to have been 
soh-ed and rules rdating to damages are under consideration. 

2. T}-pe of conduct giving rise to liability. 

The next important question is relating to the nature of the liability. If 
injury, or damage is sustained while a space vehicle is being launched, or while 
it is in the air space or in outer ^ce, diould the criterion for liability be one of 
absolute liability or strict liability, or should it be based on the nature and 
character of the activity ? 

(c) Absolute liability . — good number of writers favour a principle of abso- 
lute liabilit}'. Some are of the opinion that in any event it would seem to be 
an unfair burden to impose upon the person injur^, the obligation to prove a 
defect or n^ligence in manufacture or in operation. Accordingly the principle 
of absolute or strict liability should be accepted.® It has been observed : “One 
of two parties has to bear the cons^uences of an accident; it is reasonable that 
it should be the person whose negligence caused the accident rather than the 
victim”.' 


Russian writers do not app^ to have dealt with this question. However, 
what sm a ll evidence is available indicates that ihej’^ might not be opposed to a 
principle of absolute Lability. As Mr. Korovin 'has observed ; “It should be 
adds! that with launching objects into the cosmos (rockets, satellites, etc.) under 
present conditions being solely under the auspices of governmental bodies, full 
responsibility for eventual damage lies with the Government concerned in the 
cv^t of personal or propertv- losses for citizens of foreign coxmtries.”® Analogy 
with the Soviet domestic law would also seem to support absolute liability for 
damage caused by Soviet space vehicles.® The United Arab Republic’®.. 

2 XL Chandrashekharan, toe., cit., p. 64. 

3. Author's article. *1.0501 Status of Outer Space’ (1970) 1 M.LJ. (Journal), pp- 15-16- 
U. N. Monthly Chronicle, Jan. 1959, p. 62. 

5. Ib:i. p. 62. 

6. ‘Every Man's United, Nations’. (VII, Edn.), p. 447. 

7. Jessup and Taubenfcid, toe., cit., p. 243. 

S. International Status of Cosmic space*. Reprinted in thcLecal problems of Space Explora- 
tion — .A symeposium, p. 1067. 

9. R-D. Crane, ‘SoviccattitudetowardIntemationaISp3ccLatv’,56,AJ.I.L. fI962ip 709 

10. U. N Dac A/AC 105/CZ^ R 1 1, p. 8 (Aug 21. 1962). 
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Japan^^ Great Britain^ and the United States’^ were all explicitly in favour of 
a principle of absolute liability at the Geneva conference. Ail the representatives 
felt the difficulty of proving fault or n^hgence in case of space vehicles as 
shown above. It ma}' w^U be reasonable to hold that in such a case the opera- 
ting States should each bear their own loss.^^ 

The U. N. ad Iwc Committee on the Peaceftil Uses of Outer Space 
was of the view that if the above principle of absolute liability is adopted, no 
<loubt the Rome Convention of 1952 on damage caused by foreign air-craft to 
third parties on the surface may prove of some value. “ 

"When the space treaty was under oonsideration, Mr. Parthasarathi (India) 
also suggested that the prindple of ‘absolute liability’ be embodied in the Treaty. 
It was felt, however, to be more advisable to leave the matter to the Legal Sul^ 
Committee in view of divergent view points held by various countries on what the 
nature of liability in the present instance should be."® 

(Jb) The principle of Strict liability . — The second possible solution K the 
prindple of strict liability. Strict liability proceeds upon the theory that he who 
■engages in an immensely hazardous activity, must bear responsibility for the risks, 
he thereby creates. The doctrine has long been established in Anglo-American 
Law in accordance with the leading case of Mi lands v. Fletcher which held that 
one who keeps or operates a wild or uncontrolled instrumentality is absolutely 
liable for any damage caused to persons or property by the instrumentality.^* 
The liability here is by no means absolute. "Wirffield for instance, h’sts at least 
eight possible exceptions to this rule; some of them are consent of plaintiff, com- 
mon benefit and Act of God, etc.” 

According to some writers all the three draft agreements prepared by the 
United States, Hungary and Belgium, provide for a strict liability without fault. 

It is bdieved that at the present it woffid also be necessary' to impose a strict liabi- 
lity on States for damage caused by activities carried out on the surface of a 
celestial body j’/n Outer Space.” 'Tt is observed : ‘Tn the case cf damage caused 
by activities carried out on the surface of a celestial body jt should be based cm 
fault except in the case when damage was done by an activity involving increasaJ 
danger^’. “• 

(c) Liability ba^ed on y^aP.irc and Character of activity — A third sugg^tion 
is that liability for damage may well depend on the nature and draract^ or tn^ 
activity that is being pursued . If it is primarily of a military nature and tor ~ 
benefit of one country, noTioubt, liability should be absolute. If it is of a comm t 
cial nature and sudi as to benefit a large number of States, liabflity 
imposed only for negligent conduct, Altemativelj' liability’ may be absolute.^ 

State should be compensated from some International Fund to which aU nation 
who migh t be benefited from the activity, should contribute. However, as 


11. U. N. Doc. A/AC/t05/ C 2/S R 13, p- 9. (Aug. 22, 1962;. 

12. U. K. Doc. A/A C I05/C/2, S R 10, pp. 5-6, (Aug. 21, 1962). 

13. U. N- Doc. A/AC 105/C 2/S R l.p. 9, (2Ist Aug., 1962). 

14. ‘DraftCodcofRuIeson the Exploration and Uses of Outer Space in David u- . 
Memorial Institute of International Studies (1962,! p. 16. 

15. U. N. Doc. A/4141, July 14. 1959. 

16. M. Chandrashcleharan, ioc., cit, p. 64. 

17. (IS6S>LR.3HL.330. 

18. Jessup and Taubenfeld, toe , cit ., p. 243. 

19. W’infield 0,n Tort (1963), pp. 4^9-462. ... . ..-o 

20. Imre Csabafi and Savita Ranit'Thc I.aw of Celestial Bodies ,6, IJf I-L .•i.l9c.',.r 

21. Imre Csabafi and Savita Rani toe., cit., p. 229. 
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been indicated earKer, the unsolvable difficulty is to disengage a commercial from 
a mili tary activity for this purpose." 

It leads to the conclusion that a State is liable for damage caused. It may 
be submitted that the principle of absolute liability may serve in a better way.. 
It is also submitted that compensation must be paid in proportion to the actual 
loss suffered. 

3. Machinery for enforcement. 

The real problem in this area is that of enforceability. If for some 
time only States will be responsible for launching space craft then any 
claim which is likely to arise would have to be prosecuted at the inter- 
national level. In tEs respect, one may refer to the provisions in the 
American Draft Convention"®, that local remedies need not 1^ exhausted, that 
claims should be made within a reasonable time and that the International Court 
of Justice should have jurisdiction to settle disputes. As it is apparent from the 
foregoing discussion that Mr. Chiistol is also of the opinion that disputes of this 
kind can be settled through peaceful processes including recourse to diplomacy 
or world Court. Other processes available include enquiry, mediation, concilia- 
tion, arbitration, resort to regonal agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful 
means selected by disputants.®^ With the establishment of an international liabi- 
lity. it becomes the duty of States to conform their national laws to facilitate the 
standard. 

A small number of incadents have already arisen which might well have 
involved questions of liability. The seriousness of this problem can be seen in 
the abortive launching of a powerful U. S. rocket designed to place a naviga- 
tional satellite into orbit. The flight miscarried and parts of the craft landed in 
Cuba.®* Another occurrence has been reported, that a fragment from a Russian 
sputnik which fell on U. S. territory has been returned to the Soviet Union® 

As to the settlement of disputes, some delegates suggested that arbitration 
should be envisaged. Some other del^ates suggested that the establishing of 
a special tribunal to settle the amount of compensation payable for damage 
caused, be studied. Some representatives advocated that the jurisdiction of 
International Court of Justice should be extended to cases involving space vehicle 
acddents only when the parties to the dispute consented.® 

Conuuenting on paragraph 8 of the Resolution 1962 (XVUl), Mr. Christol 
observed : . '‘This provision of the Resolution sought only to deal with liability 
situations, and as time goes on there will be much additional effort dedicated to 
the formulation of a detailed code on damages”.® 

It may be noted that the Space treaty has embodied provisions relating to 
liability but is silent on the machinery for enforcement. It has presented the 
bare groundwork of the Legal Sub-Committee. The Legal Sub-Committee of the 
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space concluded its eighth session on 
4th July, with tiie adoption of the report to its parent body. The session began on 
9th June, 1969 in Geneva.* It was devoted to a consideration of a draft agree- 
ment on hability for damage caused by objects launched into Outer Space, and to 
the study of questions relative to the definition of Outer Space and to the utiliza- 
^ — — , 

22. J. F. Mcmahon, loc., cit., p. 3S7. 

23. U. S. Proposal, Liability for space vehicle accidents, U.N. Doc. A/AC 105/C 2/14, June 
4,1962. 

24. U. N. Charter, Article 33. 

25. ‘New York Timest’ October 1, 1961. 

1. ‘New York Herald Tribune’ (Europian Edn.), Jan. 9, 1963. 

2. ‘Evers’ Man's United Nations’ (VII Edn. ). p. 447-448. 

3. C. Q. Christo!, h:.. cit pp. 495-496. 

4. U. N. Monthly Chronicle. July 1969, p. 61. 
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"tion of Outer Spare and Celestial Bodies, including the various implications of 
spare conmumcations.. The matter of a draft agreement on liability had been 
■on the Sub-Committee’s agenda for the past five j'ears. At the present session 
five proposed texts for the draft agreement were cxjnsidered which were submitted 
TCspectively by Belgium, Hungary. India, Italy and the United States. Also consi- 
dered were the formulations of principles as worked out at informal consulfa- 
tions held in New Delhi last March among various delegations which concentrated 
on five major outstanding issues with respect to the draft agreement. These 
"were : ^ fctemational oigamzations, applicable law, settlement of claims, ceiling 
on fiability arid nuclear damage. The Sub-committee also took up proposals on 
individual articles and provisions submitted by the various delegations.® 


^e Sub-committee reached agreement on formulations of certain principles 
relating to the law applicable to compensation for damage caused by objects 
launched into Outer Spare as follows : ‘ 

(1) The compensation which the respondent State shall be required to pay 
for the damage under this convention, shall be determined in accordance with 
International Caw; 


(2) if there is agreement on the applicable law between the claimant and 
the respondent, then that law should be applied.® 


The agreement on the second formulation was a reafiiimation of a principle 
approved by the Sub-conunittee at its last session. The Sub-committee also 
agreed provisionally on two points cx>nceming the relationship benveen the agree- 
ment on liability and International Organizations as follows : 

(1) International Organizations that launch objects into Outer Space, 
should be liable under the convention for damage caused by such activities; 

(2) if damage is caused by a spare object to the property of an inter- 
national inter-govemmental organization, the claim should be presented by 
one of the States-members of &e international inter-govemmental organization 
which are parties to this convention.' 

The Sub-cx)inmittee decided to reflect in its report to the Outer Space Com- 
mittee that no agreement was reached on the question whether the liability of the 
States-members of the international organization that were parties to the liabifity 
convention, (a) should be residual and arise only in the event of default by the 
international organization, or (i) should arise at the same time as the liability 
of the international organization . Nor was agreement reached on other asp^s 
-of the question of the rights of International Organizations under the convention. 
The Sub-committee noted that this problem required further consideration.® 

A series of Articles of the draft agreement on liability were considered and 
approved by the Working Group of tire whole committee. According to the 
latter’s decision, the "Wdrlang Group was set up in order that Articles pertaining 
to non-controversial problems, other than the five outstanding issues, could be 
decided and acted upon. The Articles approved by the Working Group, and 
subsequently by the Sub-committee, come under the following sections of the 
agreement; field of applications and exemptions from provisions of agrcetnentr 
question of absolute liability; presentation of claims by States or intemationaf 
organizations and in respect of natural or juridical persons; presentation of 
claims for compensation through diplomatic channels; pursuit of remedies availa- 
ble to respondent State or other intemationa} agreements; time-limits for presen ta- 

5. U. N. Monthly Chronicle, {August-September) 1969, pp. 123-124. 

6. Ibid, p. 124. 

7. U. N. Monthly Chronicle, (August-September) 1969, p. 124. 

8. Ibid, p. 124. 
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tion of claims; and question of joint liability. Agreement was also reached on 
a number of definitions, namely ‘damage’ ‘launching’, and ‘launching state’. ° 

Necessary' steps should be taken towards the establishment of a suitable 
machinery for enforcement. There may be two suggesdons in this respect : First, 
the jurisdiction of the International Court of Jusdce should be extended to adjudi- 
cate on such disputes, even where only one party to such a dispute refers any 
such matter to it or secondly, a separate machinery should be established equip- 
ped with power to adjudicate on matters like, liability of State, joint h’ability of 
States in appropriate cases, amount of compensation, and to provide any other 
remedies in appropriate situadons. It should be under direct control and super- 
vision of the United Nations so far as may be necessary' for the maintenance of 
infemational peace and security. 

The problem of hability for injury or damage caused by spacecraft is not 
beyond control in the world arena of today. The Legal Sub-Committee has made 
marked success in this field. It may be expected that in the near future, if space 
powers pay proper attention to this problem, a detailed code on damages would 
be finalised and proper remedies will be available in all cases where injury or 
damage is caused by a space object to any person or property of a state or inter- 
national organization. 


[Esu OF Volume (1970) 1 S. C. J. (Journal.)] 
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A. N. Grover, JJ. 

13-3-1970. 

Re^esentation of the People Act (XLEfl of 1951), section 116-A (3)— Appeal 
HMer Compntation of period of limitation — Applicahililv of sections 4 and 12 of 
Limitation Act (XXX^'I of 1963). 

Election petition — Proof of cormpt practice^Grring of benefit of donbf — Discre- 
tion of Court. 

Representation of the People Act (XLKI of 1951), sections 90 (5), 77, 123 (6) and 
99 — Scope. 

By virtue of section 29 (^2) of the Limitation Act, 1963, sections 4 and 12 thereof 
appl}' to an appeal under section 116-A of the Representation of the People Act and 
hence if such an appeal is filed on the date on which the Court re-opens after the 
summer recess it will be regarded as within time if the period of limitation prescribed 
under section 116-A (3) of the Representation of the People Act, after taking into 
account the time requisite for obtaining a certified copy of the order appealed from, 
had expired during the course of the recess. 

In an election petition a corrupt practice may be proved only by evidence which 
establishes the case beyond reasonable doubt. But in giving the benefit of doubt 
the Court has to reach a judicial conclusion. It cannot sacilate. 

The wolds of clause (5) of section 90 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 are clear. The Tribunal has no power to allow any amendment of the election 
petition so as to supply or introduce particulars of a corrupt practice not alleged in 
the petition. But the particulars of the corrupt practice alleged in the petition may 
in appropriate cases be permitted to be introduced by amendment. 

In the present case by the impugned amendment particulars of corrupt practice 
previously alleged in the petition were introduced and not particulars of a corrupt 
practice not previously set up in the petition. The High Court was therefore right 
in allowing the amendments to be made. 

Held on facts, that the High Court was right in its conclusion that the returned 
candidate had spent an amount which exceeded the amount pemissiblc under section 
77 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and so was guilty of a cerrupt 
practice under section 123 (6) and that therefore his election uas void under section 
100 (1) (h) of the Act. 

Under section 99 of the Representation of the People Act the Court has nc dis- 
cretion in the matter, if it was of the view that any person is proved at the trial to 
have been guilty of any corrupt practice, not to name that person. The dul) under 
the Act is cast on the Court or the Tribunal and on thcgiound that the parts hat not 
applied for a notice, tne High Court could not avoid the oUigalitn imposed by 
statute to take proceeding under section 99 against the person proved at the trial 
to have been guilty of corrupt practice and to name him. 

V.K. Case remanded to High Court. 
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[s.c. N.c. 88 ] 

S. M. Sikri, Slate of U. P. v. 

V. Bliargava and Ram Naresh Lai. 

C. A. Vaidialingam. JJ. C.A. No. 463 of IS 69. 

13-3-197U. 

ConstHirtion of India U950), Article 311 — Government senant transferred from 
one department to another — ^Authority competent to dismiss him from service — Delega- 
tion of power of dismissal to head of transferee department — ^Legality. 

If a person is a member of the ser\ ice and he is transferred from one department 
to another it is not necessary' that he should be re-appointed to the service or he 
should be appointed to the department to which he is transferred. As soon as he is 
transferred permanently he begins to hold the permanent post which he sta.rts holding 
in the transferee department and the appointing authority for the transferee depart- 
ment would be competent to dismiss him from ser\’ice. 

Assuming that the respondent in the instant case had not been permanently 
transferred from the Trriga.tion Department to the Office of the Development Com- 
missioner (Planning Department), even then ♦he Development Commis'^ioner was 
entitled to dismiss him by virtue of various orders of Govermnent. The order, 
dated 21st May, 1958, clearly placed the control over the entire staff on deputation 
from the Irrigation Department to the Planning Department with the DeVcloj)ment 
Commissioner. The word “ control ” is a wide word and includes disciplinary 
jurisdiction. In the context there is no doubt that it was the intention to give dis- 
ciplinary' jurisdiction over the entire staff on dE^utation to the Development 
Commissioner. There is nothing in the Constitution which debars the Govern- 
ment from conferring powers on an officer other than the appointing authority to 
dismiss a Government servant provided he is not subordinate in rank to the appoint- 
ing officer cr authority. 

Whether a person ha.s a lien in one depaitment or in other department, .the 
Government is entitled, subject to the provisions of Article 311 (1) of the Constitu- 
tion, to delegate power of dismissal to any officer. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 


[s.c. N.c. 89] 

J. C. Shah and Dr. Sewa Singh v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Ravinder Kanr 

13-3-1970. C.A. No. 4C8 of 1967. 

East Punjab Urban Rent Restriction Act (HI of 1949), section 2 (h) — “ Schednled 
building ” — ^Meaning of. - 

It is impossible to hold on the language of the definition of scheduled building ” 
conmined in section 2 (/:) of the Ea.st Punjab Urban Rrnt Rcstiiction Act, that the 
original purpose of the tenancy is dechive of the question whether it is a scheduled 
building. In terms it is enacted that a residential building will be deemed to be a 
scheduled building if it is used by a penon engaged in one or more of the specified 
professions, partly for the business and partly for his residence. The Court below 
(the High Court of Punjab) wa.s therefore not right in holding that the house which 
was let out for residential purposes could not, at the option of the tenant, be con- 
verted into a scheduled building. 

The finding of the High Court, that the user of the building by the tenant for 
professional purposes wa.s ca-ual cannot also be supported. 

V.K. 


Appeal allowed. 
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fs.c. N.C. 90] 

A. N. Ray and 

I. D. Dua, JJ. 

16-3-1970. 

Penal Code (XLV of I860), sections 
under — ^Proper sentence. 


Nafe Singh t. 
State of Harjana. 
CrI.A. No. 125 of 1968. 

and 37^Persons fonnd guilty of offence 


T * Constitution of India (1950), Article 136 — ^Appeal under in a criminal case— 
Interference whb qnsstJoo of sentence by Supreme Court — -Pmctice, 

Merely because the helpless victim of rape was frightened into resignation and 
non-resistance in the face.ot inevitable compulsicr, it cannot be considered as a 
mitigating circumstance for awarding a lenient sentence. 

The two appellants were convicted for both the offences under sections 366 and 
376 of the Penal Code. After the amendment of section 35 of the Code . of Criminal 
Procedure in 1923 a person convicted of two or more offences (which may not be 
distinct) at one trial is liable to be sentenced to the several punishments prescribed 
therefor subject' of course to the previsions of setlion 71, Indian Penal Code. 
This aspect may therefore legitimately be kept in view when considering whether the 
sentence imposed in this case is excessive. (Sentence of 7 j'ears rigorous imprison- 
ment and a fine of Rs. 100 for both the offences was held not to be excessive in the 
circumstances of the case.) 

■ Further, it has to be borne in mind that the question of sentence is normally 
a matter of judicial discretion of the trial Couit and the Supreme Court on appeal 
by Special I^ave does not, as a rule, interfere with the exercise of such discretion. 

V.K. _ Appeal dinnissed. 


[s.c. N.C. 91.] 

J. C. Shah, State of Madhya Pradesh v. 

K. S. Hegde and Jagdish Prasad. 

A. N. Grover, JJ. C.A. No. 232 of 1967. 

16-3-1970. 

Rewa State Laud Revenue and Tenancy Code (1935), section 20 — Pawai 
Rules (1934), Rule 3— Order dated 18fh March, 1948 by Maharaja of erstnhilc Rewa 
Slate that Auaudgarh Estate should be exempted from land revenue— Nature of— 
Successor State if bound by it. 

It is clear that the law in force at the material time vie., Pawai Rules, 1934 and 
the Rewa State Land Revenue and Tenancy Code, 1935, contained specific piovisions 
that the Durbar could exempt any estate from pajment of land revenue. The trial 
Court and two judges of the High Court held that the Maharaja, bj means of an 
order, dated 18th March, 19^8, had madesuchan exemption in the casebf Anandparh 
Estate. This finding is unexceptionable on the facts and circumstances including 
the evidence in the present case. 

It is true that there is a well-rccogniscd distinction between the legislative and 
executive acts in regard to the orders issued by absolute rulers and that whenever a 
dispute arose as to whether an order passed by an aboslute rulci of an Indian State 
represented a legislative act all relevant factors were considered before the question 
was answered. These relevant factors were, the nature of the order, the scope and 
effect of its provisions, its general setting and context, etc. But in the present case 
the order made by the Durbar was under legislative sanction inasmuch as it was made 
in terms of the provisions of statutory rules and the Rewa Lard Revenue and Ten- 
ancy Code, It cannot therefore be contended that the exemption granted in respect 
of Anandgarh Estate was merely an executive act which would not be binding 
on- the Successor Slate. 

V.K. Appeal dismissed. 
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[s.c. N.C. 92] 
J. C. Shah, 

K. S. Hegde and 
A. N. Grover, JJ. 
15-3-1970. 


Om Prakash v. 
State of Harjana. 
C.A. No. 2542 of 1969. 


(1550), Article 226— Petition under raising issues of facts 
— auminary dismissal without caUing upon State to file reply affidaiit— Propriety-. 

In ‘^snes of fact in a wiit petition- 

nat^» case the Court has to consider whether the party seeking relief has an alter- 
^li\e remedy which is equally efficacious by a suit, whether refusal to grant relief 
tfou may amount to denying relief, whether the claim is based substan- 

uiy upon consideration of evidence oral and documentary of a complicated nature 
oQ whethe. the case is otherw ise fit for trial in exercise of the jurisdiction to issue 
nigh prerogative writs. 

^ present case the High Court did not call upon the State to file a reply 

moavitand did not consider whether the facts raise-d w'ere so complicated cr that for 
^ner reasons it would be inappropriate to try the dispute in the wiit petition. The 
High Court was in error in summarily reje-cting the petition. 

Appeal allowed. 


[s.c. N.C. 93] 

^’Shah, Perumal Nadar (dead) v. 

/ and Ponnuswami. 

Hudu Law — Marri^e — ^Marriage of Hindu male with Christian female after her 
CMiersion to Hinduism — 'Validity — Conversion to Hinduism — ^Essentiels and eridence 


■ Hindu (Bigamy Prevention and Divorce) Act (VI of 1949)— Apph'cability 

“leading and proof. 

Eridence Act (I of 1872), section 112 — Birth during subsistence of valid marriage 
^Presumption. 


A person may be a Hindu by birth or by conversion. A mere theoretical allegi- 
1^ to the Hindu faith by a person bom in another faith does not convert him into 
H' is a bare decIara.tioD that he is a Hindu sufficient to be converted to the 

i o u an intention accompanied by conduct unequivocally express- 

ng that intention may be sufficient evidence of conversiem. No formal ceremony 
punfication or e.xpiation is necossarv’ to effectuate conversion. 


eridence in the present ca.se- clearly establishes that the ‘parents of A, an 
f™‘^”Ciiristian, arranged her marriage with P, a Hindu. The marriage was per- 
i°^^--^^cording to Hindu rites and ceremonies in the presence of relatives who were 
nuted to attend. Customary ceremonies peculiar to a marriage between Hindus 
^v>-re pei formed ; no objection was raised to the marriage and a.fter the marriage A 
ai^ the local Hindu Nadar community as belonging to the Hindu faith, 

no fi bom to her was also treated as a. Hindu. On the evidence there can be 
5 ^ that A bona fide intended to contract marriage vrith P. Absence of 

he ^xpatorv- or purificatory- ceremonies will not be sufficient to hold that she 
fart Hinduism before the marria.ge ceremony was perfermrd. The 

with ^ to go through the marriage ceremony according to Hindu rites 
accen-cd'^v.^^^ Ptesence of large number of persons clearly indicates that he 

to Hinduism before the marriage ceremonv was 
P^rfoimed. Hence the marriage is valid. ' 



se 


It cannot be held, in the absence of a specific plea and issue raised to that 
end, that a person was domiciled in the State of Madras and was on that account 

governed by the provisions of the Madras Hindu (Bigamy Prevention and Divorce) 
Act, 1949. VO.; j 

If it be accepted that there was a valid marriage between P and A and during 
the subsistence of the marriage the plaintiff was Lorn, a conclusive presumption arises 
that he was the son of P, unless it be estabbshed that at the time when the plaintiff 
was conceived, P had no access to A. 

V.K. Appeal dismissed- 


[s.c. N.c. 94] 

J. C. Shah and State of Maharashtra v. 

AT. S. ffegde, JJ. Champalal Kishanlal Mohta. 

17-3-1970. Review Petition No. 29 of 1969. 

in C.A. No. 1878 of 1967. 

Bombay Sales Tax Act (LI of 1959) as amended hy Maharashtra Act (XV of 1967)» 
section 2 (13) — Sale of standing trees — ^Exigibility to fax. 

Standing timber may ordinarily not be regarded as “ goods ”, but by the inclusive 
definition given in section 2 (7) of the Sale of Goods Act things which are attrchc-d 
to the land may be the subject-matter of contract of sale provided that under the 
terms of the contract they are to be severed before sale or under the contract of sale. 

In the present case it was expressly provided that the timber agreed to be sold 
shall be severed under the contract of sale. The timber was therefore “ foods ” 
within the meaning of section 2 0 of the Sale of Goods Act and the expression “ sale 
of goods ” in the Constitution in Entry 54, List n. Schedule 7, having the same 
meaning as that expression has in the Sale of Goods Act, sale of timber agreed to be 
severed under the terms of the contract may be regarded a.s sale of goods, chargeable 
to sales tax under the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1959 by virtue of the Amendment 
made with restrospective effect by the Maharashtra Act XV of 1967. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 


[s.c. N.c. 95] 

J. C. Shah, Jhanda Singh V. 

AT. S. Hegde and Gram Sahha of Village Umri. 

A. N. Grover, JJ. C.A. No. 1487 of 1968. 

17-3-1970. 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 100— Second appeal — ^Admission on the 
ground that the matter will be settled by compromise — ^No compromise — Power of 
High Court to dismiss without hearing. 

The High Court had no power, once the second appeal was admitted to file, 
to dismiss it without a hearing. The appeal was not dispo.scd of for non-pro'ceution 
nor on the ground of abatement. The appellant was ready to argue the appeal on 
the merits. Even if it be that the Court would not have admitted the appeal but 
for the representation made to it that it was likely to be settled by compromise, once 
it was admitted the Court had no power to dispose of the appeal without a. 
hearing on the merits. Tlie appeal must be heard subject of course to the limitat'on 
of section 100, Civil Procedure Code. 

V.K. 


Appeal allowed ard 
case remandtd. 
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[s.c. N.d 96] 

M. Hidayatiillah, C.J., Bharat v. 

A. K. Ren- and State of U. P. 

I. D. Dua, JJ. Crl.A. No. 158 of 1969. 

17- 3-1970. 

Criminal Trial — Confessions and refracted confessions — Evidentiary valne of. 

The law as to confessions is perhaps too widely stated. Confessions can be 
arted upon if the Court is satisfied that they are voluntar}' and that they are tiue. 
The voluntary' nature of the confessions depends upon whether there was any threat, 
ind-jcement or promise and its truth is judged in the conte.vt of the entire prosecution 
case. The coitfession must fit into the proved facts and not run counter to the-m. 
When the voluntary character of the confession and its truth are accepted it is saJe 
to rely on it. Indeed a confession, if it is voluntary and true and not made under 
any inducement or threat or promise, is the most potent piece of evidence against the 
maker. R.-tracted confession, however, ^stands on a sii^tly different footing. As 
the Privy Council once stated, in India it is the rule to fed a confession and to find 
it retracted later. A Court may take into account the retracted confessions, but it 
must look for the reasons for the making of the confession as well as for its retrac- 
tion. and must weigh the two to determine whether the retraction affects the voluntary 
nature of the confession or not. If the Court is satisfied that it was retracted because 
of an after-thought or advice, the retraction may not weigh with the Court if the 
gm;ral facts proved in the case and the tenor of the confession as mr.de and the 
circum nances of its making and withdrawal warrant its user. All the same, the 
Courts do not act upon lerracted confession m'thout finding assurance from some 
other source as to the guilt of the accused. Therefore, it can be stated that a true 
confession made voluntarily may be acted upon with slight evidence to corroborate 
it, but a retracted confesio'^n requires the general assurance that the retraction was 
an after-thought and that the earlier statement was true. 

V.K. Appeal dismissed. 

[s.c. N.C. 97] 

J. C. Skab, 

K- S. Hegd^ and 
A. N. Grorer, JJ. 

18- 3-1970. 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), section 47— Execution of decree— Objection 
on the ground that Conrt which passed the decree had no Jnrisdicticn — If may be raised 
before the executing Court. 

A Court executing a decree cannot go behind the deciee : between the parties 
or their representatives it must take the dreree according to its tenor, and cannot 
entertain any objection that it is incorrect in law or in facts. Until it is set aside 
by an appropriate proceeding in appeal or revision, a decree even if it be erroneous is 
still bmd'ng between the parties. 

When a decree which is a nullity, for instance nheie it is passed without bringing 
the legal representatives cm the record of a person who wa-s deed a.t the da.te of the 
decree, or against a ruling prince without a certificate, is sought to be 
executed an objection in that behalf may be raised in a proceeding for execution. 
Again, when the decree is made bya Court which has no inherent juri;d:ct:on to make 
it, objection as to its validitv mav be raised in an execution procced'ng if the objec- 
tion appears on the face of the r^ord : where the objection as to the jurhdicticn of 
the Court to pass the decree does not appear on the face of the record and requires 
examination of the questions raised and decided at the trial or which could have been 
but have not t-een raised, the executing Court will have no jurisdiction to entertain 
an objection as to the validitv of the decree even on the ground of absence of jurisdic- 
tjon. 


Vasudev Dhanjibh.,! Modi v. 
Rajabhai Abdul Rebman. 
C.A. No. 406 of 1967. 
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Thus, if the decree is on the face of the record without jurisdiction and the ques- 
tion does not relate to the territorial jurisdiction or under section II of the Suits 
Valuation Act, objection to the jurisdiction of the Court to make the decree may be 
raised : ^yhere it is necessary to investigate facts in order to determine whether the 
Court which had passed tne decree had no jurisdiction to entertain and try the suit, 
the objection cannot be raised in the execution proteeding. 

V.K. Appeal allowed. 


[s.c. N.c. 98] 

J. C. Shah and Debi Prasad v. 

K. S. Hegde, JJ. Iribeni Deri. 

18-3-1970. C.A. No. 707 of 1965. 

Hindu Law — ^Adoptioa — ^Essentials — Proof. 

Per an adoption to be valid under the Hindu law, there must be a formal cere- 
mony of giving and taking. This is true of the regenerate castes as well as of the 
Sudras. Although no particular form is prescribed for the ceremony, the law requires 
that the natural parent should hand over the adoptive boy and the adoptive parent 
must receive him, the nature of the ceremony varying according to the circumstances. 

It is true that it is well settled that a person who seeks to displace the natural 
succession to property by alleging an adoption must discharge the burden that h'es 
upon him by proof of the factum of adoption and its validity. But in the case of an 
ancient adoption evidence showing that the boy was treated for a long time as the 
adopted son at a time when there was no controversy, is sufficient to prove the adop- 
tion althougn evidence of actual giving and taking is not forthcoming. 

In the case of all ancient transactions, it is but natural that positive oral evidence 
will be lacking. Passage of time gradually wipes out such evidence. Human allairs 
often have to be judged on the basis of probabilities. Rendering oi justiw will 
become impossible if a particular mode of proof is insisted upon under all circum- 
stances. In judging whether an adoption pleaded has been satisfactorily proved or 
not, we have to bear in mind the lapse oftime between the date of the alleged adop- 
tion and the date on which the concerned party is icqui.ed to adduce proof. In the 
case of an adoption said to have taken place years before the same is qucstionec, 
the most important evidence is likely to be that the alleged adoptive father held out 
the person claiming to have been adopted as his son ; the latter treated the. former 
as his father and their relations ^nd fr'ends treated them as father and son. There 
is no pre-determined way of proving a fact. A fact is said to have been proved where 
after considering the matters before it, the Court cither believes it to c.xist or con- 
siders its existence so probable that a prudent man ought, under the circumstances 
of the particular case, to act upon the supposition that it exists. Hence if after taking 
an overall view of the evidence adduced in the case, the Court is satisfied that the 
adoption pleaded is true, it must necessarily proceed on that basis, in the absence of 
any evidence to the contrary, that it is a valid adoption as well. 

V.K. Appeal dismissed. 


[£.*«> OF Volume (1970) I S.C.J. (nrc).] 
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STATE OF KERALA V. ABDUL KADIR. 
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In the present case by order, dated 25th Febmarj'', 1965, for the assessment year 
1964-65 the company was treated as an agent of the non-resident principal. Since 
the company was treated as an agent of the non-resident it became liable to pay 
advance tax in the financial year 1964-65. By virtue of section 207 read with section 
208 the declaration that the company was an agent involved liability to pay advance- 
tax as well as tax assessed on regular assessment. We are unable to hold that the 
liability to pay advance tax did not arise against the company. 

The plea that the provisions imposing liability to pay advance tax upon an agent 
of a non-resident infringe the equality clause of the Constitution has no substance. 
As already ob3er\-ed, the liability to pay advance tax arises under sections 207 and 
208 and its quantum is determined by sections 209, 210 and 212 (3), and it is not 
predicated of the accrual of liability that the total income of the previous year should 
be ascertained or precisely ascertainable when demand is made by the Income-tax 
Oifieer under section 210, or when the assessee is required to make an estimate. 
The assumption that an assessee whose year of account coincides with the financial 
j'car is not in respect of that year liable to pay advance tax is not warranted. The 
computation of advance tax is not dependent upon the completion of the previous 
year : it depends upon the rules prescribed by sections 209, 210 and 212. Every 
person w’ho has been prcviouslj' assessed to tax is liable when ordered by the Income- 
tax Officer to pay advance tax, subject to the right to make an estimate under section 
212 (1). A person who has not been previously assessed but whose income is likely 
to exceed the specified amount is also liable to pay advance tax. The Act does rot 
accord discriminatory treatment between different assessees. Payment of advance 
tax is on account and is always liable to be adjusted against the tax assessed on 
regular assessment. That again applies to all assessees. It is then difficult to appre- 
ciate the grounds on which the plea of denial of equal protection may be sustained. 
The only ground urged, that an assessee may escape liability to pay advance tax 
where his previous year coincides with the financial year, is without substance, and 
no other ground is set up in support of the plea of violation of the guarantee of 
equality under Article 14 of the Constitution. 

The petition therefore fails and is dismissed with costs. 

T.K.K. Petition dismissed. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. StLvu, Acting C. J., V. Ramasw^A-mi Antj A. N. Grover, JJ. 

State of Kerala ... Appellant* 

V, 

A. B. Abdul Kadir and others ... Respondents. 

Luxary Tax on Tobacco (Validation) Act. 1964 (IX o/ 1964) and Constitution of India 
(1950), Articles 301 and 304 (a) — Prohibition imposed by article 301 when 
attracted — Every case must be judged on its own facts and circimistances 
— Duty of High Court. 

It is well-established by numerous authorities of this Court that only such res- 
trictions or impediments which directly or immediately impede the free flow 
of trade, commerce and intercourse fall within the prohibition imposed by 
Article 301 . A tax may in certain cases directly and immediately restrict or 
hamper the flow of trade, but every imposition of tax docs not do* so. Every 
case must be judged on its enra facts and in its own setting of time and cir- 
cumstance. In tlic present case the High Court has not gone into the ques- 
tion whether the provi.sions of Act IX of 1964 and the notification dated 25th 


CA. No. 517 of 1967. 
s c J— 107 


30th July, 1969. 
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Januaiy, 1951, issued under the Cochin Tobacco Act constitute such restric- 
tions or impedirnents as directly and immediately hamper free flow of trad^ 
commerce and intercourse and, therefor, fall within the prohibition imposed 
under Article 301 of the Constitution. Unless the High Court flrst comes to 
the finding on the available material whether or not there is infringement after 
guarantee under Article 301 of the Constitution, the further question as to 
whether the statute is saved under Article 304 (bj does not arise and the 
principle laid down by this Court in Kulyani ojores cuse, (1966) 1 S.C.R.. 865: 
(1966) 2 S.C.J. 367. cannot be invoked. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order dated the 3rd October, 1966 of the 
Kerala High Court in Original Petition No. 934 of 1964. 

M. R. K. Pillai, Advocate for Appellant. 

R. Gopalakrislvwn, Advocate, for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Raniaiwami, J. — ^This anpeal is brought by certificate from the judgment of 
the Kerala High Court in 0.‘P. No. 934 of 1964. 

The respondents are dealers in tobacco and tobacco preparation and are doing 
business in Mattancherry in the name and style of A. S. Bava, Tobacco. In 
the year 1909, Cochin Tobacco Act (VTI of 1084 (M J£.) ) was enacted by the Maha- 
raja of CochuL Section 4 of that Act prohibited the transport, import of export, 
sale and cultivation of tobacco except as permitted by the Act and Rules 
framed thereunder. Section 5 of the Act gave power to the Dewan to make 
rules from time to time consistent with the Act, to permit absolutely or subject 
to any condition the possession for sale, or cultivation of tobacco. In pursuance 
of the power given by this section the Dewan was making roles from time to 
time relating to the matters specified in the Act. Cochin State was integrated 
with Travancore on 1st April, 1950 in order to form the new State of Travan- 
core-Cochin. On that date, ^ter the Constitution came into force the State of 
Tiavancore-Cochin became a Part B State and by the Finance Act, 1950, the 
Central Excise and Salt Act (I of 1944) was extended to the Travancore-Ctochin 
State. Section 13 (2) of the Act provided that if immediately before the first 
day of April. 1950 there was in force in any State other than Jammu and Kash- 
mir a law corresponding to, but other than, an Act referred to in sub-section (IJ 
or (2) of section 11, such law was repealed with effect from such dale. In 
consequence of this provision in the Finance Act. rules which were in force on 
1st April, 1950 were changed in Cochin and by a notification dated 3rd August, 
1950, the system of auction sales of A and B Class shops was done away with 
and instead graded licence fees were introduced for various clauses of licences 
including ‘C" class licences. The State of Travancore-Cochin was collecting 
licence fee from the respondents for the pOTod from 17th August, 1950 to 31st 
December. 1957 on the strength of the said rules framed by the Travancore- 
Cochin State. In 1956 the respondents filed O. P. No. 70 of 1956 in the High 
Court of Kerala for the refund of the licence fee collected after 1st April. 1950 on 
the ground that the Cochin Tobacco Act stood repealed by the Finance Act, 1950 
because of the extension of the Central Excise and Salt Act (I of 1944) to tlie 
Part B State of Travancore-Cochin and in consequence the notifications issued 
in August, 1950 and January, 1951 framing new rules for the issue of licences 
and prescribing fees therefor under the powers conferred by tlie Cochin and I'ra- 
vancors Acts were ab initio void because the Acts under which the notifications 
were purported to be issued stood repealed from 1st April, 1950. Tlic petition 
was opptKcd by the appellant on the ground that the Act and the rules were not 
repealed by the extension of the Central Excise and Salt Act (I of 1944) to Tra- 
yancore-Cbchin State. The High Court dismissed the writ petition holding that 
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the tax levied by virtue of the rules framed under the Travancoie-Cochin Tobacco 
Acts was not a duty of excise coming within the Union List but it was a tax on 
luxuries coming within Entrj' 62 of the State List. The respondents took the 
matter in appeal to this Court which held that the rules framed under the Cochin 
Tobacco Act of 1084 (M.E.) and the Travancore Tobacco Kegulation of 1087 
(M.E.) requiring licences to be taken out for storage and sale cf tobacco and for 
pajment of licence fee in respect thereof were law corresponding to the provisions 
of the Central Excise and Salt Act, 1944 and hence were superseded on 1st 
April. 1950 by virtue of section 13 (2) of the Finance Act, 1950. Consequently, 
the new rules framed in August, 1950 and January, 1951 for the respective areas 
of Cochin and Travancore for the issue of licences and payment of fee for storage 
of tcbacco were invalid cb initio. The Court did not consider it necessary to 
decide whether the Cochin and Travancore Acts were within the competence of 
the State L^islature under Entry 62 of List II for that question would only 
arise if those Acts were not repealed as corresponding law under section 13 (2) 
of the Finance Act,. 

Soon after the decision of this Court the respondents complained to the 
appellant that a sum of Rs. 1,11.750 had been illegally collected as licence fee 
from 1125 to 1133 (M.E.). On 29th April. 1962, the appellant refunded a sum of 
Rs. 73,500 but did not return the balance. 

On 16th December, 1963, the Government of Kerala promulgated Ordinance 
I of 1963 which was later replaced by Act IX of 1964. The Ordinance was pro- 
mulgated in order to avoid the effect of the decision of this Court in A. B. 
AjJdlkadir attdotmrs v. Tht State of Kerala '' in respect of the period from 17th 
August, 1950 to 31st December, 1957. Section 3 of the Act provides: 

“For the period beginning with the 17th day of August, 1950 and ending on 
the 31st day of December, 1957 every person vending or stocking tobacco within 
any area to which this Act extends shall be liable and shall be deemed always 
to have been liable to pay a luxury tax on such tobacco in the form of a fee fcr 
licence for the vend and stocking of the tobacco, at such rates as may be pres- 
cribed not exceeding the rates specified in the schedule.” 

Section 4 confers rule-making power and states : 

“(1) The Government may. by notification in the Gazette, make rules to 
cany out the purposes of this Act. 

(2) In particular, and without prejudice to the generality of the forgoing 
power, such rules may provide for; — 

(/) the prohibition of the vending of tobacco except under a licence; 

(/i) the issue of licences for the vend and stocking of tobacco and the 
procedure therefor; 

(j7j) Qassification of licences and the rate at which tax in the form of a fee 
for licence may be levied for each class of licences; 

(/r) appeals from orders under the rules. 

(3) The rules and notifications spedfied below purported to have been issued 
under the Tobacco Act of 1087 (Travancore Act I of 1087) or the Cochin 
Tobacco Act \TI of 1084 as the case may be. in so far as they relate or purport 
to relate to the levy and collection of fees for licences for the vend and stocking 
of tobacco, shall be deemed to be rules issued under this section and shall be 
deemed to have been in force at all material times:” 

• • * 

1. (1953) I S CJ.75 :{1962)2S.C.R.(Supp.} 741. 
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Section 5 provides; 

“Notwithstanding any judgment, decree or order -o£ any Court, all fees for 
licences for the vend or stocking of tobacco levied or collected or purported to 
have been levied or collected under any of the rules or notifications specified 
in sub-section (3) of section 4 of the period beginning Avith the 17th day of 
August 1950 and ending on the 31st day of December, 1957 shall be deemed 
to have been validly levied or collected in accordance with law as if this Act 
were in force on and from the 17th day of August 1950 and the fees for licences 
were a luxury' tax on tobacco levied under the provisions of this Act and 
accordingly (a) no suit or other proceeding shall be maintained or continued 
in any Court for the refund of any fees, paid or purported to have been paid 
-under any of the said rules or notifications; 

and 

(b) no Court shall enforce a decree or order directing the refund of any fees 
paid or purported to have been paid under any of the said rules or notification.” 

Section 6 enacts: 

■^here au}' amount, paid or purported to have been paid as a fee for 
licence under any of the rules or notifications specified in sub-section (3) 
of section 4 has been refunded after the 24th day of January, 1962 and su^ 
amount would not have been liable to be refunded if this Act had been in 
force on the date of the refund, the person to whom the refund was made 
shall pay the amount so refunded to the credit of the Government in any 
Government treasury on or before the 16th day of April, 1964 where such 
amount is not so paid, the amount rnay be recovered from him as an anear 
of land revenue under the Revenue Recovery Act for the time being in force." 

The notification dated 25th January, 1951, issued under the Cochin Tobacco Act 

of 1084 reads as follows: 

‘Tn exerdse of the powers conferred by section 5 of the Cochin Tobacco 
Act VU of 1084 as subsequently amend^ and as continued in force by the 
Travancore-Cochin , Administration and application of Laws Act VI of 1125 
and in supersession of all previous notifications and Rules on the subject, the 
following rules are prescribed under sanction of His Highness the Raj Pramukh 
for the import, export, sale, transport, possession, disposal of things confiscated 
and the grant of rewards under the said Act and for generally carrying out the 
provisions thereof., 

* • • w 

Clause 16: 

“(0 Holders (stockist or ‘A’ Oass licences shall be entitled to purchase tobacco 
from any dealer within or without the State without any quantitative restric- 
tion. This class of licences shall sell only to other ‘A’ Qass ficencccs or to 
‘B’ class licencees., 

(h) the annual fees for these licencees shall be as follows : 
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Variety of tobacco 
stocked 

Maximum 
quantity Cds 

Minimum fee 
prescribed 

Rs. 

Fee payable for 
stocking additional 
quantities 

Rs. 

A. Jaffna tobacco 

100 

1500 

Rs. 100 for addi- 
tional Quantity 
of 100 Cds or 
fraction thereof 

B. Tobacco produced in 
India (Mfd.) 

100 

1000 

Rs, 750 do 

C. Beedi or Beedi tobacco 

25 

1000 

Rs. 750 for addi- 
tional quantity 
of 25 Cds or fra- 
ction thereof. 

D. Tobacco preparation of 
all kinds 

to the value 
of 20,000 

1000 

Rs, 750 for addi- 
tiona.1 quantity 
to the value of 
Rs. 20.000 or 
fraction thereof. 


N.B. — ^For the purpose of calculating stockist licence fee in respect of 
tobacco preparations, the cost price of the article will be taken into account.- 
The licence fee will be realised only for the quantities brought in from outside 
the State.” 

After the enactment of Act DC of 1964. the appellant made a demand on the 
respondent to repay the amount of Rs. 73,500 which had been refunded to the 
respondent in accordance with the Supreme Court iudgment. Thereupon the 
respondent filed ^^Tit petition O.P. No. 934 of 1964 which was allowed by 
the Higli Court on the ground that Act DC of 1964 and the rules were ultra vires 
the Constitution of India. 

It was held by the High Court that in the absence of any production of 
tobacco inside the Kerala State it was not competent for the Kerala Legislature 
to impose a tax on tobacco imported from outside the State and therefore the 
provisions of the Lu.tun’ Tax on Tobacco (Validation Act) 1964 violated the 
guarantee contained in .Articles 301 and 304 of the Constitution. In reaching 
this conclusion the Hich Court purported to follow the decision of this Court in 
Kalyani Stores The Slate of Orissa^, 

It is necessary at this stage to set out the relevant Articles in Part XD! of 
the Constitution as it stood at the material times: 

"Article 301 : 

Subject to the other protisions of this part, trade, commerce and intercourse 
throughout the territoiy of India shall be free. 

Article 302 : 

‘Tarliamcnt may by law impose such restrictions on the freedom of trade, 
commerce or intercourse between one State and another or within any part of 
the territory of India as may be required in the public interest.” 


I. I S.e.R. S65 : (1965) 2 S.CJ. 367. 
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Article 304 : 

‘T^otwithstanding an}’thing in Article 301 or Article 303, the Legislature d 
a State may by law : 

(a) impose on goods imported from other States (or the Union territories) 
any tax to which similar goods manufactured or produced in that State are 
subject, so, however, as not to discriminate between goods so imported and 
goods so manufactured or produced; and 

(b) impose such reasonable restrictions on the freedom of trade, commerce 

or intercourse with or within that State as may be required in the^ public 
interest: ’ 

Provided that no Bill or amendment for the purposes of clause 'b) shall be 
introduced or moved in "the Legislature of a State without the previous 
sanction of the President.” 

The true scope and effect of these Articles was the subject-matter of coi^- 
deration in ^Attahari Tea Co.. Ltd. v. TIte State of The majority view 

was expressed by Gajendragadkar, J . at page 860 as follows : 

'Tn construing Article 301 we must, therefore, have regard to the general 
scheme of our Constitution as well as the particular provisions in reeard to 
taxing laws. The construction of Article 301 should not be determined on 
a purelj' academic or doctrinnaire considerations; in construing the said Arti- 
cle we must adopt a realistic approach and bear in mind the essential features 
of the separation of powders on which our Constitution rests. It is a federal 
constitution which we are interpreting, and so the impact of Article 301 must 
be judged accordingly. Besides, it is not irrelevant to remember in this con- 
nection that the Article we are construing imposes a constitutional limitation 
on the pow'er of the Parliament and State Legislatures to levy taxes, and gene- 
rally. but for such limitation, the power of taxation would be presumed to be 
for public good and would not be subject to judicial re\'iew or scrutiny. ^ "Uus 
considered we think it v/ould be reasonable and proper to hold that restrictions 
freedom from which is guaranteed by Article 301, would be such restrictions 
as directly and immediately restrict or impede the free flow or movement of trade. 
Taxes may and do amount to restrictions; but it is only such taxes as directly 
and immediately restrict trade that would fall within the purview^ of Article 301. 
The argument that all taxes should be governed by Article 301 whether or not 
their impact on trade is immediate or mediate, direct or remote, adopts, in our 
opinion, an extreme approach v/hich cannot be upheld. If the said argument 
is accepted it would mean, for instance, that even a legislative enactment 
cribing the minimum w'ages to industrial employees may fall under Part XTu 
because in an economic sense an additional wage bill may indirectly affect trade 
or commerce. We are, therefore, satisfied that in determininc the limits of the 
\vidth and amplitude of the freedom guaranteed by Article 301 a rational and 
workable test to apply would be: Does the imnugned restriction operate 
directly or immediately on trade or its movement?” 

In the Aninmohilp Transport (.Rajasthan) Lid. v. The State of Raiasthan". the 
view of Gaiendragadkar. J.. was accepted as corrected by the majority of the 
Judges. The-principle was reiterated by this Corurt in Andhra Sugars Ltd. v. 
State of Andhra Pradesh'^. In that case the question which arose was whc'hcr 
section 21 of the Andhra Pradesh Sugar Cane (Regulation of Supply and Purchase) 
Act which authorised the State Government to levy a tax at such rate not exceed- 
ing five rupees per metric tonne as may be prescribed on the purchase of canc 

1. (1961) 1 S C.R. En9. W.R (S.C.S 1 17 : C196S1 I S CJ. 694 : A I K- 

2. (1963) 1 S.e.R. 491. 1965 S.C. 599. 

(196S) I M-L J. (S.C.) 117 : (196S) 1 An. 
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required for use, consumption or sale in a factorj' was whether section 21 of the 
Andhra Pradesh Sugar Cane Regulation of Supply on the sale of goods did not 
directly impede or hamper the flow of trade and section 21 was no exception and 
was not \‘iolative of Article 301 of the Constitution. A similar view' was express- 
ed in the S'ate of Mcdras v. K. Kataraja Mudalhr''- in which the question at 
issue was whether sections 8 (2) and 8 (5) of the Central Sales Tax Act, 1956 were 
infra vires of Articles 301 and 303 of the Constitution. It was pointed out that 
an Act which was merely enacted for the purpose of imposing tax which w'as to 
he collected and to be retained by the State did not amount to a law gi\'ing or 
authorising the giving of, any preference to one State over another, or making, 
or authorising the making of, any discrimination between one State and another 
merely because of vary'ing rates of tax prevailing in different States. At page 
156 of the report Shah, J., speaking for the Court observed ; 

‘•The flow of trade does not necessarily depend upon the rates of sales tax : 
it depends upon a variety of factors, such as the source of supply, place of con- 
sumption. existence of trade channels, the rates of freight, trading facilities, 
availability of efficient transport and other facilities for carrjnng on trade. In- 
stances can ea.sily be imagined of cases in which notwithstanding the lower rate 
of fax in a particular part of the country goods may be purchased from another 
part, where a higher rate of tax prevails. Supposing in a particular State in 
respect of a commodity the rate of tax is 2 per cent, but if the benefit of that 
low rate is offset bv the freight which a merchant in another State may have to 
pav for carrying that commodity over a long distance, the merchant would be 
walling to purchase the coeds from a nearer State ev’en thoush the rate of tax 
in that State may be higher. Existence of long-standing business relations, 
availability of communications, credit facilities and a host of other factors — 
natural and business — enter into the maintenance of trade relations and the 
free flow of trade cannot necessarily be deemed to have been obstructed merely 
becau'^: in a particular State the rate of tax on sales is higher than the rates 
prevailing in other States”. 

On behalf of the appellant it was contended that the High Court was not 
right in holding that the ratio of Kalyc-ri Stores case- applied to the present 
case and. that Kerala Act IX of 1964 was riolative of Article 301 of the Consti- 
tution . Tlie view taken by the High Court was that in the absence of any produc- 
tion of tobacco inside Kerala State, it was not competent for the Kerala 
Legislature to enact the impuened Act under Anicle 304 fo'' of the Constitution. 
In support of this ■v'icw the High Court relied upon the follow’ing passage from 
the judgment of this Court : 

‘‘Exercise of the power under Article 304 fn) can only be effective if the tax 
or duty imposed on goods imported from other States and the tax or duty im- 
posed on similar goods manufactured or produced in that State are such that 
there is no discrimination agaimst imported goods. As no foreign liquor is 
produced or manufactured in the State of Orissa, the power to legislate ^ven 
by .Article 304 is not available and the restriction which is declared on the 
ground of trade, commerce or intercourse by .Article 301 of the Constitution 
remains unfettered.” 

In our opinion the High Court has not correctly appreciated the import of 
the decision of this Court in thcKcIyani Stores ca\e-. The appellant in that 
ca.=e challenged the imposition of a duty of excise on ‘foreign liquor' imported 
into the Orissa State which had been lexied at Rs. 40 per L. P. Gallon until 

I t SC.J. ?]?: . lotv J AnWR S-C.R. S29 : A.t.R 1959 S C. 147. 

esc; l S.C.' ;S : -IcsS' 3 3 . (IS66; 1 S.CJt. S65: (1966) 2S.CJ. 367 
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31st March, 1961 by virtue of a notification issued in 1937 under section 27 of the 
Bihar and Orissa Excise Act, 1915 and which, had been enhanced with effect 
from 1st April, 1961 by a fresh notification. It was contended on behalf of 
the appellant that since no ‘foreign liquor’ was manufactured within the State 
and consequently no excise duty was being levied on any locally manufactured 
‘foreign liquor’ countervailing duty could not be charged on such liquor brought 
from outside the State and that the impost was in violation of Articles 301, 303 
and 304 of the Constitution. It was held by the majority of Judges that the 
notification dated 3Ist March, 1961 enhancing the levy by Rs. 30 per L. P. 
Gallon ii.fiinged the guarantee of freedom under Article 301 and may be saved 
only if it falls wthin the exception contained in Article 304. As no liquor was 
produced or manufactured within the State, the protection of Article 304 was not 
available. The decision was based on the assumption that the notification dated 
31 st March, 1961 enhancing duty on Foreign liquor infringed the guarantee under 
Article 301 and may be saved if it fell within the exceptions contained in Article 
304 of the Constitution. The Court did not intend to lay down the proposition' 
that the imposition of a duty or tax in every case would be tantamount per se 
to an infringement of Article 301 . As we have already pointed out it is well 
established by numerous authorities of this Court that only such restrictions 
or inipediments which directly or immediately imjTede the free flow of trade, com- 
merce and intercourse fall within the prohibition imposed by Article 301 . A tax 
may in certain cases directly and immediately restrict or hamper the flow of 
trade, but every imposition of tax does not do so. Every case must be judged 
on its own facts and in its own setting of time and circumstance. In the pre- 
sent case the High Court has not gone into the question whether the pro'wstons 
of Act IX of 1964 and the notification dated 25th January, 1951 issued uimer 
the Cochin Tobacco Act constitute such restrictions or impediments as directly 
and immediately hamper free flow of trade, commerce and intercourse and, there- 
fore, fall within the prohibition imposed under Article 301 of the Constitution.. 
Unless the High Court first comes to the finding on the available material whether 
or not there is infringement of the guarantee under Article 301 of the Con^W- 
tion the further question as to whether the statute, is saved under Article 304 ( ; 
does not arise and the principle laid down by this Court in Kalyaiii Stores case 
cannot be invoked . 

If was also said on behalf of the respondents that the State Legislature had 
no power to levy and collect licence fee under the impugned Act as it ^was m 
substance a duty of excise falling under the Union List. The contrary viewpoint 
v.'as pre.sented on behalf of the appellant and it was contended that the legisla- 
tion falls under Entry 62 of List II and the State Legislature was competent to 
enact. It is open to the parties to argue this matter before the High Court at 
the time of re-hearing.- 

For the reasons already expressed we hold that the appeal should be allowrf 
and the judgment of the Kerala High Court dated 3rd October. 1966 in O.P-' 
No. 934 of 1964 should be set aside and the case should go back for hearing m 
the light of the law laid down in this judgment. 

It is desirable that the High Court should give an opportunity to the parlies 
to file further affida'vits before taking up the case for rc-hcaring. 

On behalf of the appellants Mr. Chagla has given an undertaking that the 
provisions of the Act would not be enforc<^ acain-st the respondents for a month 
from this date. The respondents say that they' will apply- to the Kerala High 
Court for stay in the meanwhile. 

S.V.J yfppcal allowed. 


1. (1965) 1 S.C R. 565: (1966) 2 S C J. 367. 



I] 


SIDRAJIAPPA V. RAJASHETTY (Htgde, J.). 


857 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appsllate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — ^J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice and K. S. Hegde, J. 

Sidramippa ••• Appellant* 

V. 

Rajashetty and others ••• Respondents. 

Civil Procedure Code (V of 1908), Order 2, rule 2— Bar under— When attracted. 

The requirement of Order 2. rule 2 is that every suit should include the whole 
of the claim which the plaintiff is entitled to make in respect of a cause of 
action . Cause of action is a cause of action which gives occasion for and forms 
the foundation of the suit. If that cause of action enables a person to ask 
for a larger and wider relief than that to which he limits his claim, he cannot 
afterwards seek to recover the balance in independent proceedings. 

In the instant case, the cause of action on the basis of which the previous 
suit was brought does riofform the foundation of the present suit. The cause 
of action mentioned in the earlier suit, assuming the same afforded a basis for 
a valid claim, did not enable the plaintiff to ask for any relief other than those 
he pra5’ed for in that suit. In that suit he could not have claimed the relief 
which he seeks in this suit. Hctcc the trial Court and the High Court were 
not tight in holding that the plaintiff's suit is barred by Order 2, rule 2, Civil 
Procedure Code. 

Oun^re : Order 2, rule 2 whether applicable to a suit under section 42 of the 
Specific Relief Act. 

~ Ameal hv Special Lea.ve from the^Judgment and Decree, dated the 1 8th October, 
1968 of the Mvsorc High Court in Regula.r First Appeal No. 56 of 1963. 

M. C. Chagla, Senior Advoca.te, (R. Gopalakrishncn, AdvoCcatc, with him), for 
Appellant. 

S. V. Gupte. Sen'o' Advocate. (R. V. Filiai. Sadashiv Rao and P. Keshava 
Pillai. Advocates, with him), for Respondent No. 1. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Hezde. J . — ^This is a plaintiffs appeal bv Spedal Leave. The plaintiff sued 
for possession of the suit properties on the basis his title. The suit pronerfie.s 
originally belonged to the family of one Veerbasw’anth Rao Deshmukh. He d'ed 
in 1892 without male i.'^sues. leaving behind him his widow Ratnabai and a 
daughter by name Lakshmibai . Ratnabai succeeded to the estate of her husband. 
She died In 1924. On her death Lakshmibai became entitled to the .suit pmpet- 
ties. But one Panvatibai alia'; Pravag Bai took unlawful posse.ssion of the 
.cuit properties. Hence Lakshmibai instituted a suit for their possession in the 
Court of Sadar Adalath, Gulbarga against the said Panvatibai and obtained 
a decree. In execution of the said decree Lakshmibai obtained deliverv' of the 
lands described in Schedule IT to the plaint. Lakshmi died in 1948. Sometime 
thereafter Panvaribai also died. The defendant claiming to be the 
s'sfcr's son of Vecrba.wvanth Rao Deshmukh got himself impleaded as the legal 
representative of Lakshmibai in the execution proceedings and sought dcliveo.' of 
the lands mentioned in Schedule I of the plaint. Meanwhile one \rishwanath 
alleging to be the legal renresentativc of Parwatibai got himself impleaded in the 
execution prr^cccdings. Thereafter the defendant and Vlshwanath cntcied into 
a compromise in pursxiance of which Vi.shwanath delivered possession of the 
lands included in Schedule I to the defendant. Sometime thereafter the plain- 
tiff applied to the Court to reopen the execution proceedings and implead him 
as the legal representative of Lakshmibai claiming that he is the adopted son 


CA No 10S3ofl0S9. 
S c I— 108 
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of Lakshmibai. The executing Court dismissed his application holding that 
his remedy was by way of a separate suit. A revision taken against that order 
to the High Court was rejected. Thereafter the plaintiff filed a suit in the 
Court of Subordinate District Judge. Bidar for a declaration that he is entitled 
to be impleaded in the execution proceedings mentioned earlier as the represen- 
tative of Lakshmibai and to proceed with the execution after setting aside the 
order made by the executing Court on the basis of the compromise entered into 
between the defendant and Vishwanath. It may be noted that that was the 
only relief asked for in the plaint. The purported cause of action ^ for the 
suit was the dismissal of the plaintiffs application for impleading him in the 
execution proceedings. That suit should have been dismissed on the ground 
that it was not maintainable in law. But strangely enough it was dismissed 
on the ground that it was hit by section 42 of the Specific Relief Act inasmuch 
as the plaintiff did not sue for possession of the concerned property. There- 
after the suit from which this appeal arises was instituted by the plaintiff on the 
basis of his title. The trial Court dismissed his suit in respect of the lands 
mentioned in Schedule I of the plaint on the ground that the relief in question, 
is barred by Order 2, rule 2, Code of Qvil Procedure. It decreed the suit for 
ihe possession of the lands mentioned in Schedule If except items 3 and ^ 
It also decreed the plaintiff’s claim in respect of the cash amount mentioned 
in the plaint. 

Both the plaintiff and the defendant went up in appeal to the ^>5^ C>_urt 
of Mysore as against the decision of the trial Court to the extent that decision 
was against them. The High Court affirmed tlie decision of the trial Court. 

Before the trial Court and the High Court, there was controversy as 
regards the truth of adoption pleaded by the plaintiff. Both the Courte Jiave 
upheld the plaintiff’s claim that he was adopted by the husband of Lakshmibai. 
That question was not reopened before us. 

Before the High Court, the learned Counsel for the plaintiff conceded that 
the plaintiff’s suit in respect of items 3 and 9 of Schedule If of the plaint is 
barred by limitation. Hence that question stands concluded. 

The only question that remains for consideration is whether the High Coujt 
and the trial Court were right in their conclusions that the plaintiff’s clam in 
respect of ihe lands mentioned in Schedule I of the plaint is barred by Order 
2, rule 2, Code of Qvil Procedure. 

We are of the opinion that the trial Qiurt and the High C^urt 
holding that the plaintiff’s suit in respect of the lands mentioned in plaint Sche- 
dule I is barred by Order 2, rule 2, Code of Civil Procedure. The suit institu- 
ted by the plaintiff in the Court of Subordinate District Judge. Bidar for a 
declaration that he is entitled to be impleaded in the execution proceedings as 
legal representative of Lakshmibai and to proceed with the execution proceed- 
iiigs. was as mentioned earlier, a misconceived one. It was exercise in futility. 
His remedy v/as to file a suit for the possession of the concerned properties on 
the basis of his title. 

The High Cburt and the trial Court proceeded on the erroneous basis that 
the former suit w’as a suit for a declaration of the plaintiff’s title to the lands 
mentioned in Schedule I of the plaint. The requirement of Order 2, rule 2. 
Code of Qvil Procedure is that every suit should include the whole of_ tlic 
claim which the plaintiff is entitled to make in respect of a cause of action. 
“Cause of action” means the ‘cauce of action for which the suit w'as brought . It 
cannot be said that the cause of action on which the present suit was brought 
is the same as that in the previous suit. Cause of action is a. cause of aefon 
which gives occasion for and forms the foundation of the suit. If that cause 
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of action enables a person to ask for a larger and wider relief than that to 
which he limits his claim, he cannot afterwards seek to r^ver the balance by 
independent proceedings — see Mohd. Hofiz'V. Mohd. ^akaria'^. 

As seen earlier the cause of action on the basis of which the previous suit 
was brought does not form the foundation of the present suit. The cause of 
action mentioned in the earlier suit, assuming the same afforded a basis for a 
valid claim, did not enable the plaintiff to ask for any relief other than those 
he praved for in that suit. In that suit he could not have claimed the relief 
v/hich he seeks in this suit. Hence the trial Court and the' High Court were 
not risht in holdins that the plaintiff’s suit is barred by Order 2, rule 2, Cod e 
of Civil Procedure.- J." ' ' ^ 

In view of our above conclusion, we have not thought it necessa^ to go 
info the controversy whether Order 2. rule 2. Code of CivU Procedure is appli- 
cable to a suit under section 42 of the Specific Relief Act. 

We are unable to accept the contention of the learned Counsel for the 
appellant that we should allow to the appellant mesne profits at least from the 
date of the suit. No claim for mesne profits was made in the plaint. There- 
fore we cannot go into that question in this appeal. For the mesne profits, 
if any, due to the plaintiff, he must take separate steps according to law. 

In the result this appeal is allowed and the trial Court’s decree is modi- 
fied by including therein the lands mentioned in Schedule I of the plaint. In 
other respects the decree of the trial Court is sustained. The appellant 
will be entitled to his costs both in this Court as well as in the High Court. 
V.K, Appeal allowed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA . 

(Ori^nal Jurisdiction.) 

Present: — M. Hidayatullah, S. M. Sikri, R. S. Bachawat, 

G. K. Mitter ANT) K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

M/s. Tilokchand Motichand and others ... Petitioners* 

V. 

H. B. Munshi. Commissioner of Sales Tax. Bombay and another ... Respondents. 

Constitution of India {\95ia). Article 32 — Scope — The Sales Tax Ofjicer forfeiting 
the amount {from the petitioner') realised from their aistomers outside Bomhey on 
account of sales tax — Petitioner questioning the vires of the provision as violative 
of Article 19(1) (0 under Article 226 of the Constitution — Papnent under coercion 
after fr.iline in th- High Court — Stqjreme Court striking domi the provision as 
violative of Article 19 (I) ff) — Petitioner filing the petition imder Article 32 
within six months from the date of judgment — Laches on the part of the petitioner 
if deprives Ivm of the relief under Article 32. 

Bomhav Sabs Tax Act {Bamho}’ Act m of 1953), S. I2-A (4), Limitation Act {XXXif 
011963.) 

The Sales Tax Officer, by his order dated 17th March. 195S. forfeited a sum 
of Rs. 26.563.50 under section 21 (4) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act fBom'Day 
Act in of 1953), wiiich provision is similar to section 12-A (4) of the Bombay 
Sales Tax A'ct, 1946. The petitioner promptly filed a writ petition in Bombay 
High Court challenging this order. His petition was dismissed on 28th Novem- 
ber. 195S. He also failed in appeal before the Division Bench on 7th July, 1959. 
An order of attachment followed. The ptetitioner paid the 5 mm of Rupees 
26,563.5 0 in various instalments from 3rd October, 1959 to 8th August, 1960. 

1. L.R. (1922) 49 TA. 9:42 M.LJ. 248. 


W.P. Xo. 53 of 196$. 


22nd November, 1968. 
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On 29th September. 1967, on appeal from the decision of the Gujarat Hieh 
Court in KanfUal Bahuhl v. ff. G Patel Sales Tex Officer (1965) I6S.T.C.- 
073 . Section 12-A (4) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1946 was struck down 
m K'-ntil'’! B-'hulalv.TT. C. Patel. SalesTex Officer. {\^6%'S 21 S.T.C. 174: (1968) 1’ 
S.C.J. 768, as it infringed Article 19 0) (f) of the Constitution. On 9th' 
February, 1968, the petiticner filed a writ petition under Article 32 of the 
Constitution praying that the order dated 17th March', 1958 and the notice and 
the order, dated 18th December, 1958 and 24th December, 1958, be quashed. 

Could any time-limit be imposed on petitions under Article 32 of the Cons- 
titution ? 

Could the Indian Limitation Act be applied by analogy appropriate to 
the facts of the case? 

T^Ttat is to be done in this case ? 

Held by majority fHWffrnOd/a/i, C. 7. and Bachawat and Miner, JJ.) with 
Sikri and Hedge, JJ. dissenting. 

Per H’davatidlnh. C..T. — A petition under Article 32 is not a suit and it is 
also not petition or an application to which the Limitation Act 
annlies. To nut curbs in the way enforcement of Fundamental 
Rights through legislative action might well be questioned under 
Article 13 (2). If a short period of limitation were prescribed the 
Fundamental Right might well be frustrated. Prescribing too long 
period might enable stale claims to be made to the detriment of other rights 
which might emerge. If then there is no period prescribed what is the standard 
to follow ? Utmost expedition is the sine qua non for such claims. The 
parfv aggrieved must move the Court at the earliest possible time and explain 
satisfactorily all semblance of delay. Where there is appearance of avoid- 
able delay and this delay affects the merits of the claim, this Court will consi- 
der it and in a proper case hold the partj' disentitled to invoke the extraordi- 
narv iuricdiction. Therefore, the Question is one of discretion for this Court 
to follov/ from case to case. It will depend on what the breach of the Funda- 
mental Right and the remedy claimed are and how the delay arose. 

The question is : Can the petitioner in this case take advantage, after a 
lapse of a number of years, of the decision of this Court ? Everybody is pre- 
sumed tc know the law. It was his duty to have brought the matter before 
this Court for consideration. In any e\’en'. having set the machinery of law 
in motion he cannot abandon it to resume it after a number of vears. because 
another person more adventurous than he in his turn got the statute declared 
unconstitutional, and got a favourable decision. There is no question ji ere of 
a-mMake of law entitling the petitioner to invoke analogy of the Article _ m 
the limitation Act. The present petitioner should have taken the 
ground in the High Court and taken it in appeal to this Court after the High 
C-ourt decided against it. Not having done so and having abandoned his own 
litigatic" years ago. this Court cannot apply the analogy of the Article in the 
Limitation Act and give him the relief now. 

P"r Sikri J — The petitioner was under a mistake of law. when he paid un. the 
misfalc being that he thought .':ccfion 12-A fd) was a valid provision in spite of 
its imposing unreasonable restrictions. This mistake he discovered like all 
assesses when this Court struck down section 12-A (4) of the Bombay Salcs- 
tax Act. He has come to this Court within six months of that day and there 
is no delay. 

Per Bhachawat J . — ^The normal rcmcdv for recovery of money paid to th<: 
State under coercion or mistake of law is by suit. Wlicrc the remedy in a wnt 
application under Article 32 or Article 226 corrcsponls to a remedy in an ortli- 
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nacy suit and the latter remedy subject to the bar of a statute of limitation, the 
Court in its writ jurisdiction acts by analogy to the statute, adopts the statute 
as its ovm rule of procedure and in the absence of special circumstances impo- 
ses the same limitation on the summary remedy in the writ jurisdiction. K 
the right to property is extinguished by prescription under section 27 of the 
Limitation Act, 1963, the petitioner has no subsisting right which can be enforced 
Under Article 32. 

Per Mi tier, J. — A payment under coercion has to be treated in the same way 
for the purpose of a claim to refund as a payment under mistake of law, but 
there is an important distinction between the two. A payment under a mistake 
of law may be questioned only when the mistake is discovered but a person 
who is under no misapprehension as to his legal rights and complains about 
the ill^ality or the ultra vires nature of the order passed against him can 
immediately after payment formulate his cause of action as one of payment 
under coercion. As the pedtioners have come to this Court long after 
the date when they could have properly filed a suit, the application must be 
rejected.. 

Per Hedge, J. — The right given to the citizens to move this Court under Arti- 
cle 32 is itself a fimdamental right and the same cannot be circumscribed or 
curtailed except as provided by the Constitution. It is inappropriate to 
equate the duty imposed on this Court to the powers of Chancery Court in 
England or the equitable jurisdiction of the American Courts. A duty impo- 
sed by the Constitution cannot be compared with discretionary powers. The 
power conferred on this Court by Article 32 is not a discretionary power. This 
power is not similar to the power conferred on the High Courts under Article 226 
of the Constitution. Hence laches on the part of an aggrieved party cannot 
deprive him of the right to get relief from this Court under Article 32.. 

(Petition under Article 32 of the Constitution of India for enforcement of 
the Fundamental Rights).: 

H. K. Shah and B. Datta, Advocates and /. B. Dadachanji, Advocate of Mjs. 
J. B. Dadachaiji & Co., for Petitioners. 

C. K. Daphtary, Attorney-General for India (J?. Gopalakrishnan, R. H. Dhebar 
and S. P. Nayar, Advocates, with him), for Respondents. 

The Judgments of the Court were delivered by 

Hidayatullali, C. J. — This petition has led to a sharp diviaon of opinion of 
among my brethren : Sikri and Hedge, JJ.. would allow the petition and Bacha- 
wat and Mitter, JJ., would dismiss it. They have differed on the question whe- 
ther the peddon deserves to be dismissed on the ground of delay. I agree in 
the result reached by Bachawat and Mitter, JJ., and would also dismiss it.. I 
wish to state briefly my reasons.. 

At the threshhold it appears to me that as there is no law which prescribes 
a period of limitation for such peddons, each of my brethren has really ^ven 
expression to the praedee he follows or intends to follow. I can do no more 
than state the views I hold on this subject and then give my decision on the 
merits of the peddon in the light of those views.. 

The problem divides itself into two. The first part is a general quesdon to 
be considered in two aspects : (c) whether any limit of time at all can be impo- 
sed on peddons under Ardde 32, and (b) ■whether this Court would apply by 
analogy an ardde of the Indian limitation Act appropriate to the facts of the 
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case or any other limit? The second is what is to be done in this case? I 
shall begin by stating my views on the first question. 

There appears^ to be some confusion about the scope of Article 32. That 
Article gives the right to move the Supreme Court by appropriate proceedings 
for enforcement of the rights conferred by Part UI of the Constitution. The 
provision merely keeps open the doors of this Court, in much the same way, as 
it used to be said, the doors of the Chancery Court were always open. The 
State cannot place any hindrance in the way of an aggrieved person seeking to 
approach this Court. This is logical enough for it is against State action that 
Fundamental Ri^ts are claimed. But the guarantee goes no further at least on 
the terms of Article 32. Having reached this Court, the extent or manner of 
interference is for the Court to decide. It is clear that every case doK not merit 
interference. That must always depend upon the facts of the case. In dealing 
with cases which have come before it, this Court has already settled many prin- 
ciples on which it acts. A few of them may be mentioned here. 

This Court does not take action in cases covered by the ordinary jurisdiction 
of the civil Courts, that is to say, it does not convert civil and criminal actions 
into proceedings for the obtainment of writs. Although there is no rule or pro- 
vision of law to prohibit the exercise of its extraordinary jurisdiction this Court 
has always insisted upon recourse to ordinary remedies or the exhaustion of other 
remedies. It is in rare cases, where the ordinary process of law appears to be 
inefficacious, that this Court interferes even where other remedies are available. 
This attitude arises frqm the acceptance of a salutary principle that extraordinary 
remedies should not take the place of ordinary remedies. 

Then again this Court refrains from acting under Article 32 if the party has 
already moved the High Court imder Article 226. This constitutes a comity 
between the .Supreme Court and the High Court. Similarly, when a party had 
already moved the High Court with a similar complaint and for the same relief 
and failed, this Court insists on an appeal to be brought before it and does not 
allow fresh proceedings to be started. In this connection the principle of res 
judicata has been applied, although the expression is somewhat inapt and un- 
fortunate., The reason of the rule no doubt is public policy which Coke sum- 
marised as “ interest reipublicae res jiidicaias non rescind” but the motivating 
factor is the existence of another parcel jurisdiction in another Court and that 
Court having been moved, .this Court insists on bringing its decision before this 
Court for r^ew. Again this Court distinguishes between cases in which a 
speaking order on merits has been passed. Where the order is not speaking or 
the matter has been disposed of on some other ground at the threshhold, Uiis 
Court in a suitable case entertains the application betore itself. Another res- 
traint which this Court puts on itself is that it does not allow a new ground to 
be taken in appeal. In' the same way. this Court has refrained from taking action 
when a better remedy is to move the High Court under Article 226 which can go 
into the controversy more comprehensively than this Ojurt can under Article 32. 

It follows, therefore, that this Court puts itself in restraint in the matter of 
petitions under Article 32 and this praefioe has now become inveterate. The ques- 
tion is whether this Court will inquire into belated and state claims or take note 
of evidence of neglect of one's own rights for a long time ?• I am of opinion that 
not only it would but also that it should. The party claiming Fundamental Rights 
must move the Court before other rights come into existence. The action of 
Courts cannot harm innocent parties if their rights emerge by reason of delay 
on the part of the person moving the Court. This principle is well -recognised 
and has been appli^ by Courts in England and America.. 


i J t. MoncHAND (f. MUNSHI (Hidoyatitllah, C. J.). 8( 3 

The English and American practice has been outlined in Halsbury’s Laws 
of England and corpus juris seam, ion. It has been mentioned by my 
brethrra in their opinions and I need not traverse the same grounds again except 
to say this that Courts of Common Law in England were bound by the Law of 
Limitation but not the Courts of Chancery. Even so the Chancery Courts insisted 
on expedition. It is trite learning to refer to the maxim “delay defeats equity” 
or the latin of it that the Courts help those who are vi^ant and do not alumber 
over their rights. The Courts of Chancery, therefore, frequently apphed to suits 
in equity the analogy of the law' of Limitation applicable to actions at law and 
equally frequently put a special limitation of their own if they thought that the 
smt was imduly delayed. This was independently of the analog of law relating 
to limitation. The same practice has been followed in the United States. 

In India we have the Limitation Act which prescribes different periods of 
limitation for suits, petitions or applications. There are also residuary Articles 
which prescribe lunitation in those cases where no express period is provided.,. 
K it were a matter of a suit or application, either an appropriate article or the 
residuary article would have applied . But a petition under Article 32 is not a 
suit and it is also not a petition or an application to which the Limitation Act 
applies. To put curbs in the way of enforcement of Fundamental Rights through 
legislative action might well be questioned under Article 13 {2). The reason is 
also quite clear. K a short period of limitation were prescribed the Fundamental 
Right might well be frustrate. Prescribing too long a period might enable stale 
claims to be made to the detriment of other rights which might emerge. 

If then there is no period prescribed what is the standard for this Court 
to follow ? I should say that utmost expedition is the sine qua non for such 
claims. The party aggrieved must move the Court at the earliest possible time 
and explain satisfactory all semblance of delay. I am not indicating any period 
which may be regarded as the ultimate limit of action for that would be taking 
upon myself legislative functions. In England a period of 6 months has been 
provided statutorily, but that could be because there is no guaranteed remedy 
and the matter is one entirely of discretion. In India I will only say that each 
case will have to be considered on its own facts. Where there is appearance of 
avoidable delay and this delay affects the merits of the claim, this Court will con- 
sider it and in a proper case hold the partj' disentitled to invoke the extraordi- 
narj’ jurisdiction. 

Therefore, the question is one of discretion for this Court to follow from case 
to case. There is no lower limit and there is no upper limit. A case may be 
brought within Limitation Act by reason of some Article but this Court need not 
necessarily give the total time to the litigant to move this Court imder Article 32. 
Sunilarly in a suitable case this Court may entertain such a petition even after a 
lapse of time. It will all depend on what the breach of the Fundamental Right 
and the remedy claimed are and how the delaj' arose. 

Applying these principles to the pr^ent case what do I find ? The petitioner 
moved the High Court for relief on the ground that the recover^’ from him was un- 
constitutional. He set out a number of grounds but did not set out the ground 
cn which ultimately in another case recovery was struck down by this Court. 
Tnat ground was that the prorisions of the Act were unconstitutional. The 
question is : can the petitioner in this case take advantage, after a lapse of a 
nu.mber of years, of the dedsion of this Court ? He mov^ the Hish Court but 
did not come up in appeal to this Court. His contention is that the mound 
on which his petition was dismissed was different and tlic ground cn wb'ch the 
statute was struck do'.vn was not within his knowledge ar.d^therefore he did not 
know of it and pursue it in this Court. To that I answer that law will presume 
that he knew the exact ground of unconstitutionalitv'. Everv-body is presumed 
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to know the law. It was his duty to have brought the matter before this Court 
for consideration. In any event, having set the machinery of law in motion he 
cannot abandon it to resume it after a number of j'cars, because another person 
more adventurous than he in his turn got the statute declared unconstitutiona], 
and got a favourable decision. If I were to hold otherwise, then the decision of 
the Court in any case once adjudicated upon and acquiesced in may be 
questioned in a fresh litigation revived only with the argument that the correct 
position was not known to the petitioner at the time when he abandoned his 
own litigation. I agree with the opinion of my brethren Bachawat and Mitter, 
JJ., that there is no question here of a mistake of law entitling the petitioner 
to invoke analogy of the Article in the Limitation Act. The grounds on 
which he moved the Court might well have impressed this Court which might 
have also have decided the question of the unconstitutionality of the Act as 
was done in the subsequent litigation by another party. The present petitioner 
should have taken the right ground in the High Cburt and takai it in appeal 
to this Court after the High Court decided against it. Not having done so and 
having abandoned his own litigation 5 ’ears ago, I do not think that this Court 
should apply the analog of the Article in the limitation Act and ^ve him the 
relief now. The petition, theiefore, feils and is dismissed ndib costs.-. 

S.'kri, J . — ^I have had the advantage of reading the drafts of the judgments 
prepared by Mitter, J., and Bachaw-at, J.- I agree with Mitter, J., in Ms con- 
clusion that the rule laid down in J}aryao v. State of U.P.^ is inapplicable 
to the facts of the case, but for the reasons I will presently ^ve, in my opinion 
the petition should be allowed.- 

Article 32 (2) of the Constitution confers a judicial power on the Court.. 
Like aU judicial powers, unless there is an express provision to the contraij', it 
must be exercised in accordance with fundamental prindples of administration 
of justice. General prindples of res judicata were accordingly applied by this Court in 
Daryao v. State of U. P. and Amalgamated Coalfields Lta. v. Janapada Sabho, 
Chinawara-. I understand that one of the fundamental prindples of administra- 
tion of justice is that, apart from express provisions to the contraiyv stale claims 
should not be given effect to. But w'hat is a stale claim? It is not denied that 
the Indian Limitation Act does not directly apply' to a petition under artide 32.- 
Both the English Courts and the American Courts were confronted with a similar 
problem.. In the .United States the Federal Courts of Equity solved the problem 
thus. , _ ‘ „ J - i.2.5 

“Except, perhaps, where the statute by its express terms applies to suits in 
equity as well as to actions at law, or where the jurisdiction of law and equity 
is concuirent. the rule appears to be that Federal Courts sitting in equity are 
not bound by state statutes of limitation. Nevertheless, e.xcept where unusual 
conditions or extraordinary drcumstances rendei- it equitable to do so. the 
Federal Courts usually act in analog to the state statutes cf limitation 
applicable to cases of like character.” (Vol. 34, American Jurisprudence, 
Limitation of Actions, 154).” 

In Courts of Admiralty, where the statutes of lindtation do not control pro- 
ceedings, the analogy' of such statutes is ordinarily followed unless there is some- 
thing e.xceptionaI in the case, (ibid) 

Stoiy on Equity Jurisprudence states the legal position thus: 

“It was too, a most material ground, in all bills for an account, to ascertain 
whether they' were brought to open and correct errors in the account recent i 
facto-, or whether the application was made after a great lapse of time. In 

I. (1962) I S.CR. 574 ; (1963) J S C J. 702: (S.C) 16. 

(1962) 2 An.W.R. (S.C) 16: (1962) >LLJ. 2. A I-R. 1964 S C. 1013, lOIS. 
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cases of this sort, where the demand was strictly of a legal nature, or might 
be cognizable at law. Courts of equity governed themselves by the same 
limitations as to entertain, such suits as were prescribed by the Statute of 
Limitations in regard to suits in Courts of common law in matters of account., 
If, therefore, the ordinary limitation of such suits at law was sLx jears. Courts 
of equity would follow the same period of limitation. In so doing, they did 
not Act, in cases of this sort (that is. in matter of concurrent jurisdiction) so 
much upon the ground of analogy to the Statute of Limitations, as positively 
in obedience to such statute. But where the demand was not of a legal 
nature, but was purely equitable; or where the bar of the statute was inappli- 
cable; Courts of equity had another rule, founded sometimes upon the analo^es 
of the law, where such analogy existed, and sometimes upon its own inherent 
doctrine, not to entertain stale or antiquated demands, and not to encourage 
laches and negligence. Hence, in matters of account, although not barred by 
the Statute of Limitations. Courts of equity refused to interfere after a consider- 
able lapse of time, from considerations of public policy, from the difficulty of 
doing entire justice, when the original transactions had become obscure by 
time, and the evidence might have been lost, and from the consciousness that the 
repose of titles and the security of property’ are mainly promoted by a full 
enforcement of the maxim, Vigvanti bus, non dormieniibus Jure subveniunt. 
Under peculiar circumstances, however, excusing or justifjing the delay. Courts 
of equity' would not refuse their aid in furtherance of the rights of the party; 
since in such cases there was no pretence to insist upon laches or negligence, 
as a ground for dismissal of the suit; and in one case carried back the account 
over a period of fifty years,” (Third Edition, page 224, 529), 

In England, as pointed out by Bachawat, J., the Court of Chancery acted on 
the analog>’ of Statute of Limitation (n'^eHalsbuiy’. Vol. 14 p. 647, article 
1190).. 

It seems to me. howe\-er, that the above solution is not quite appropriate 
for petitions under article 32. A delay of 12 years or 6 years would make a 
strange bed-fellow with a direction or order or writ in the nature of mandamus 
ceritorcri and prohibition. Bearing in mind the history of these writs I caimot 
believe that the Constituent Assembly had the intention that five Judges of this 
Court should sit together to enforce a fundamental right at the instance of a 
person, who had without any reasonable e.xplanation slept over his rights for 
6 or 12 years. The history of these writs both in England and the U.S.A.. 
convinces me that the underhing idea of the Constitution was to provide an 
c-xpeditious and authoritati\-e remedy against the inroads of the State. If a claim 
is barred under the Limitation Act, urJess there are exceptional circumstances. 
prime facie it is a stale claim and should not be entertained b}' this Court.' 
But even if it is not barred under the Indian Limitation Act, it mav not be 
entertained by this Court if on the facts of the case there is unreasonable delav., 
For instance, if the State had ta.kcn possc^on of property under a law alleced 
to be void, and if a petitioner comes to this Court 11 xears after the possesrion 
was taken by the State. I would dismiss the petition *oa the ground of delav 
unless there is some reasonable explanation. The fact that a" suit for posset 
sion of land would still be in time would not be relevant at all. It is difficult 
to lay down a precise period bet’ond which delay should be explained. I favour 
one j-enr because tins Court should not be approached L'ghtlv. and competent 
legal advice should be taken andpror and cores carefully wriehed before cominc 
to this Court. It is common knowledge that appeals and represcntatior.s to tii» 
SCJ— 109 
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higher authorities take time; time spent in pursuing these remedies may not 
be excluded under the limitation Act, but it may ordinarily be taken as a good 
explanation for the delay.. 

It is said that if this was the practice the guarantee of article 32 would be 
destroyed . But the article no where says that a petition, howsoever late, should 
be entertained and a writ or order or direction granted, howsoever remote the 
date of infringement of the fundamental right. In practice this Court has not 
been entertaining stale claims by persons who have slept over their rights.) 
Bhere is no need to depart from this practice and tie our hands completely 
with the shackles imposed by the Indian Limitation Act. In the case of appli- 
cations under article 226 t^ Court observed in State oj Madhya Pradah v 
Bhailal BhaiP 


“It may however be stated as a general rule that if there has been unreason- 
able delay the Court ought not ordinarily to lend its aid to a party by this 
extraordinary remedy of mandamus. Again, where even if there is no such 
delay the Government or the statutory ' authority against whom the conse- 
quential relief is prayed for raises a prima facie triable issue as regards the 
availability of such relief on the merits on grounds like limitation, the Court 
should ordinarily refuse to issue the writ of mandamus for such payment.) 
In both these kinds of cases it will be sound use of discretion to leave the 
party to seek his remedy by the ordinary mode of action in a civil Court and 
to refuse to exercise in his favour the extraordinary remedy under article 226 
of the Constitution.” 


In State of Kerala v. Aluminium Industries- Wanchoo, J., speaking on behalf 
of a large Bench of this Court, observed: 

“There is no doubt in view of the decision of this Court in Sales Tax Officer 
v. KanhaiyataP that money paid under a mistake of law comes within the 
word “mistake” in section 72 of the Contract Act and there is no question 
of estoppel v/hen tlie mistake of law is common to both the parties, which 
was the case here inasmuch as the respondent did not raise the question 
relating to Article 286 of the Constitution and the Sales Tax Officer had no 
occasion to consider it. In such a case where tax is levied by mistake of law 
. it is ordinarily the duty of the State subject to any provision in tlie law relating 
to sales tax (and no such provision has been brought to our notice) to refund 
the tax. If refund is not made, remedy through Court is open subject to the 
same restrictions and also to the period of limitation {see Article 96 of the 
Limitation Act, 1908), namely, three years from the date when tits mistake 
becomes known to the person who has made the payment by mistake (see 
State of Madhya Pradesh Bhailal Bltai^. In this view of the matter it was the 
duty of the State to investigate the facts when the mistake was brought to its 
notice and to make a refund if mistake was proved and tiie claim was made 
within the period of limitation.” 


But these cases cannot directly apply to petitions under article 32 because they 
proceed from the premise that the remedy is discretionary under article 226. 

Coming to the facts of this case, which have been stated in detail by Mitlcr. 
J., it seems to me that the delay in coming to this Court has been adequately 
explained. In brief, the facts are these: ^le Sales Tax Officer, by his order 
dated 17th March. 1958, forfeited a sum of Rs. 26,563.50 under .scition 21 (4) of 
the Bombay Sales Tax Act (Bombay Act HI of 1953), whirffi provision is similar 

I — 


1. (1964) 6S.C.R. 261, 271-72. 
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to secdon 12-A (4) o£ the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1946. The petitioner promptly 
filed a •writ pennon in the Bombay High Court challenging this order. His 
pention was dismissed on 28th November, 1958. He also failed in appeal before 
the Division Bench on 7th July, 1959. An order of attachment followed. The 
petitioner paid the sum of Rs. 26,56360 in various instalments from 3rd October, 
1959, to 8th August, 1960. By letter dated 9th January, 1962, the petitioner was 
called upon to pay a penalty' amounting to Rs. 12,517.68 on account of late 
pajjnent of Sales Ta.x dues but this order of penalty was ultimately cancelled .i 

The Gujarat High Court (Shelat, C.J., and Bhagwati, J.) in Kent Hal Babiilal 
V. H .C- Kaitl, Salei Tax Officer^ held on 2nd December, 1963, that section 12-A 
(4) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act. 1946 was valid and did not violate Article 19 (1) 
if) as it was sav^ by article 19 (5). On 29th September, 1967, this Court, on 
appeal, hi Kant Hal Baoula' v. H. C. Patel, Sales Tax Officer- struck down this 
provision as it infringed Article 19 (!)(./ ). On 9th February, 1968, four petitioners 
— hereinafter compendiously referred to as the petitioner — ^filed this petition 
praying that the order dat^ 17th March, 1958, and the notice and order dated 
18th December, 1958, and 24th December, 1958. be quashed. 

There is no doubt that under section 72 of the Contract Act the petitioner 
would be entitled to the relief claimed and the refund of the amount if he paid the 
money under mistake of law. I find it difficult to appreciate why the pajment 
was not made under a mistake of law. In my opinion the petitioner was mis- 
taken in thinking that the money was liable to fe refunded under a valid law.; 
No body has urged before us that the grounds which he had raised before the 
High Court were sound . 

The pedtioner had attempted to raise before the Bombay High Court the 
following grounds: 

“1. Inasmuch as the sum of Rs. 2666360 was paid by way of refund 
under the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1946, the taxing authorides had exceeded 
their pov.er under secdon 21 '.(4) of the Act of 1953, in forfeiting the said sum 
of money.. 

2. Assuming that the respondent had power to forfeit the sum under the 
Act of 1953, it was striedy limited to taxes payable under the provisions of the 
Act and as no tax was pajable on outside sales the authorities had no power 
to forfeit the sum of Rs. 26663.50 

3. * * * # # 

4. Even assuming while denying that the respondent had power to forfeit 
the smn of Rs. 26663.50, the power to forfeit an amount as a tax presupposes 
a power to impose a tax and inasmuch as on a proper construction of the 
relevant provisions of the Constitution no State Legislature had at any time 
a power to impose tax on the aforesaid transactions, the power to forfeit tax 
in respect of tiiose transactions is u’tra rires the State Le^lature.,” 

The learned Single Judge held: 

'This appears to me to be a gross case where even if I was of the opinion 
that the order is invalid and involved violation of fundamental rights 1 would 
not in my discretion interfere by way of issuing a writ. I am not deprivin'^ 
the petitioner of any other appropriate remedy. I have, therefore, decided to 
dicTni.^?; this petition on that sin^e ground.” 

The Division Bench, on appeal, dedded on the limited ground that “Mr.- 
Justice K. K. Desal having exercised his discretion no case is made out for 


I. (1955) 16 S T.C. S73. 


2. (IS6S) 21 S.T.C. 174 : (1963) 1 S CJ. 763. 



868 THE SUPREME COURT JOURNAL [1970 

intexference with lie exerdse of that discretion.” The petitioner rightly did 
not file an appeal to this Court for he would have had little diance of succeeding.; 

Suppose a petitioner challenges a provision of the Sales Tax Act before the 
High Court cn the ground that it does not fall within List H or List 111 of the 
Seventh Schedule. He fails and pays the tax and does not appeal to the Supreme 
Court. Ultimately, in another petition, the provision is struck down under 
article 14 or article 19, a point which he and his lawyers never thought of. All 
assessees who had paid tax without challenging the provision would- be entitled 
to approach this Court under article 32 and claim a refund (see Sales Tax officer, 
Benaras v. Kanhaiya Lai Mukundlal Sarap-. But why not the assessee who 
applied to the High Court? The answer given is that he had thought at one 
time that the lav/ was bad, though on wrong grounds. If a law were framed 
sanctioning the above discrimination, I believe, it would be difficult to sustain 
it under article 14. but yet this is the discrimination which the respondent wants 
me to sanction.. . - - 

The pounds extracted above show' that it never struck, the petitioner that 
the provision could be challenged on the ground ultimately accepted by this 
Courtj. If the petitioner had not thought of going to the Bombay High Court 
on the points he did, and had paid on demand, as most of the assessees do. he 
would, I imagine, have been entitled to maintain this petition. But it is now 
said that the petitioner's position is worse because he exerdsed his right to 
approach the High Court under Article 226. The contention seems to be that 
when a petitioner approaches a High Court and fails, he can no longer suffer 
from any mistake of law even if the point on which this Court ultimately strikes 
down the provision, never struck him or his lawyer or the Court. I cannot up- 
hold this contention.. 

In my opinion the petitioner w'as under a mistake of law. when he paid up, 
the mistake being that he thought that saSion 12-A (4) was a valid provision in 
spite of its imposing unreasonable restrictions. This mistake he discovered like 
ah assessees when this Court struck down section 12-A (4) of the Bombay Sales 
Tax Act. He has come to this Court within six months of that day and there is 
no delay.; . . : t 

The petition is accordingly allowed and the impugned order dated 17th March, 
1958, quashed and the rKpondent directed to refund the amount. Under the cir- 
cumstances there will be no order as to costs. - 

Bachawat, J, — I have had the advantage of reading the judgment prepared by 
G. K. Mitter, J. For the reasons given in this judgrnent, I agree with the order 
proposed b^' him. As the earlier petition filed in the'High Court was not dismiss- 
ed on the merits, the present petition is not barred by res judicata or principle 
analogous thereto.- 

The petitioners realised Rs. 26,56330 P from their customers outside Bom- 
bay on account of sales tax. The Sales Tax Officer by his onler dated 17th March. 
1958 forfeited this sum under section 21 (4) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act (III of 
1953). On 28th Mardi. 1958, the petitioners filed a writ petition in tite Bombay 
Kgh Court seeking to restrain Sales Tax Officer from recovering the amount. 
They pleaded that thej- were not liable to j)ay the amount that seCioa 21 (4) was 
ultra vires the powers of the State Legislature and that the order of forfeiture was 
violative of Articles 19 (1) (0 and 365 of the Qjnstitution and was 
invalid. On 28th November, K. K. I>Jsai, J., dismissed the petition. He 
held that the petitioners having defrauded other persons were not ^titl-M to any 
relief. The petitioners filctT an appeal against the order. In the memorandum 
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of appeal, they pleaded that the threatened. levy was in violation of Articles 19 (1) 
(f) and 31 of the Constitution. The appeal was dismissed on I3th July, 1959.. 
in the meantime cu 24th December, 1958, the Collector of Bombay attached the 
petitioners’ properties. BetVr'een 3id August, 1959 and 8th August 1960, the 
petitioners paid the sum of Rs. 26,563.50 P. to the Collector of 
Bombay. In Kantilal Bapiilal and Brother:, v. H. C. Patel'- decided 
on 29i September, 1967. this Court struck down section 12-A (4) of 
the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1946, as unconstitutional and violative of Article 19 
fl] f). The arguments in the present appeal proceeded on the assumption that 
section 21 (4) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1953 is liable to be struck down on 
the same ground. On 9^1 February', 1968, the pe^doners filed the present writ 
peddon under Ardcle 32 of the Consdtudon claiming refund of Rs. 26,563.50? 
under secdon 72 of the Indian Contract Act. 1872. Thw alleged that they paid 
this sum to the Collector under coerdon and/or mistake of law. and that they dis- 
covered the mistake cn 29th September, 1967. 

The points arise for decision in this writ peddon : (1) Would the claim be 
barred by limitaticn if it were the subject-matter of a suit in February, 1968 and 
(2) if so,' are the pet^doners endded to any relief in this peddon under Ardcle 32 
of the Consdtudon. 

Subject to quesdons of limitadon. waiver and estoppel, money' paid under 
mis'ake or coercion may be revovered imder secdon 72 of the Indian Contract 
Act. The right to rehef under secdon 72 extends to money paid under mistake 
of law, i.e. ~ ‘•'mistake in thinking that the money paid was due when, in fact, 
it v.-as not due,” Shiva Prasad Singh v. Srish Chandra Nandi-, Sales Tax Officer 
V. Miidnmd'al ScraP. 

In my' opinion, the petitioners were not labouring under any mistake of law 
vhen they made the payment. As early as March. 1958. they filed a writ peti- 
tion for restraining the levy under the order dated 17th March, 1958, claiming 
that the order was in valid and that secdon 21 f4) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 
1953, was idtra vires and unconsdtutional. They might not have then known 
the precise ground upon which the Court subsequendy struck down a similar 
provision of law, but they had discovered presumably under legal adrice diat they 
were not legally bound to make any payment. After the writ peddon was dis- 
missed their prcpcrdes were attached and they' made the payments under coer- 
cion in 1959 and 1960. The payments were not made under a mistake of law 
or as pointed out in Shiva Prasad Singh’s case- under a mistake in 
thinking that the money was due. Thw cannot claim any relief on the ground 
of mist^e. 


As we are assuming in favour of the peddoners that secdon 21 (’4) of the 
Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1953 as invalid, we must hold that they made the pay- 
ments under coerdon. A suit for the recovery of the money on this 
grr>U"d instituted on 1st January, 1964. would be governed by 
Ardcle 24 of the Limitadon Act. 1963. and the period of limitadon would be 
three years from the dates in 1959 and 1960 when the money was received by the 
resrwadents. The peridoners cannot obtain an extension of the period under 
section eO'c) of the Limitadon Act. 1963, as Ardcle 62 of the Indian Limitadon 
.Act. 190S, prescribed the same period of limitadon. A suit for recovery of tax 
or other levy illegally collected was governed by Ardcle 62 and not by Ardcle 120, 
see A. Venheta S:tbba Pao v. State of Ardhra Pradesh-. Accordingly a suit 
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for the recovery of money instituted in February, 1968, would be barred by limita- 
tion. 

If the petitioners could claim relief on the ground of mistake the suit would 
be governed by Article 96 of the Indian Limitation Act, 1908, and time would 
b^n to run from the date when the mistake becomes known to the plaintiff. 
In Stale of Madhya Pradesh v. Bhailal Bhai and others^ and State of Kerala v. 
Ahimmiiim Industries Ltd-, it was held that Art. applied to a suit for recovery 
of money paid under a mistake of law. Section 17 (1) ''c) of the Limitation Act, 
1963, now provides that in the case of a suit for relirf from the consequences of 
a mistake the period of limitation does not begin to run until the plaintiff has 
discovered the mistake or could with reasonable diligence have discovered it. 
Section 17 (1) (c) corresponds to section 26 (c) of the Limitation .A.ct 1939 (2 & 
3 Geo. 6, c. 21). It was held in Re Dlplock^ that section 26 (c) applied by ana- 
logy to a suit for recovery of money paid under mistake of law. On appeal,^ the 
House of Lords said that the section preseited many problems and refrained 
from saying more about it, see Ministry of Health v. Simpson.* In some 
American States, it has been held that a mistake of law cannot be regarded as 
a mistake within a similar statute and time ran from the date of the acOTal of 
the cause of action, see Carptm Juris Secundum Vol. 54, Limitation of 
Actions, Article 198, page 202, Morf'ons v. Jasper County f and the cases 
referred to therein. It is not necessary to pursue the matter any further as the 
petitioners cannot claim relief on the ground of mistake. Accordingly, I express 
no opinion on the scope of section 17 (c) of the Limitation Act, 1963. For the 
reasons already stated a suit for the recovery of the money instituted in Februarj', 
1968, would be barred by limitation. 

The next and the more fundamental question is whether in the drcumstw- 
ces the Court should give relief in a writ petition under A'rticTe 32 of the Consti- 
tution. No period of limitation is prescribed for such a petition. The right to 
move this Court for enforcement of fundamental ri^ts is guaranteed by ATtictc 
32. The writ under Article 32 issues as a matter of course if a breach of a 
fundamental right is established. Technical rules applicable to suits like the 
provisions of section SO of the Code of Civil Procedure are not applicable to a 
proceeding under Article 32. But this does not mean that in giving relief under 
Article 32. the Court must ignore and trample under foot all laws of procure, 
evidence, limitation, res iudicata and the like. Under Article T43 Cp (c) ™ ® 
may be framed for regulating the practice and procedure in proceedings 
Article 32. In the absence of such rules the Court may adopt any rrasonao e 
rule of procedure. Thus a petitioner has no right to move this Court under p*”' 
cle 32 for enforcement of his fundamental right on a petition confaininir mislca j 
ing and inaccurate statements, and if he files such a petition the Court 
dismiss it, see Indian SuSar and Refineries L*d. v. Union of 
decided on 12th March. 1967. On grounds of public poli^' 
be intolerable if the Court were to entertain such a petition Like^\^sc tnc 
Court held in Daryao v. The State of U. P.~ that the general principles of res 
judicata applied to a writ petition under Article 32. Similarly, this_ Court has 
summarily dismissed innumerable writ petitions on the ground that it was pre- 
sented after unreasonable delay. 

The normal remedy for recovery of monej- paid to the State under coercion 
or mistake of law is by suit. Articles 32 and 226 of the Constitution provide 
concurrent remedy in respect of the same claim. The extraordinary’ rcnicoic^ 
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under the constitution are not intended to enable the claimant to recover monies, 
the recovery of which bj' suit is barred by limitation. Wficre the remedy in a 
■writ application under Article 32 or Article''l26 corresponds to a remedy in an 
ordinary suit and the latter remedy is subject tO" the bar of a statute^ of limita- 
tion. the Court in its writ jurisdiction acts by analogy to the statute, adopts the 
statute as its ow’n rule of procedure and in the absence of special circumstances 
imposes the same Umitation on the summary remedy in the writ jurisdiction . On 
sin^ar grounds the Court of Chancery acted on the analogy of the statutes of 
limitation in disposing of stale claims though the proceeding in a Chancery was 
not subject to any express statutcny bar. see Halsbury’s Laws of England, Vol. 
14, page 647. Article 11^0, Knnx v. Gve.^ Likewise, the High Court acts on 
the analogy of the .statute of limitation in a proceeding rmder Aiticle 226 though 
the statute does not expressly apply to the prcKeeding. The Court will almost 
alwaj's refuse to pve relief under Article 226 if the delay is more than the statu- 
tory' period of limitation, sec State of Madliya Pradesh v. Bhailal Bhai~ 
at pages 273-274. 

Similarly this Court acts on the analogy of the statute of limitation in respect 
of a claim under Article 32 of the Constitution though such claim is not the sub- 
ject of any express statutory bar of limitation . If the right to a prorrerty is extirr- 
guished by prescript'on under section 27 of the Limitation Act, 1963. the peti- 
tioner has no subsisting right which can be enforced under Article 32 fsea Sobh- 
rai Odhnrma' v. State of Rohuhan^. In other cases where the remedy only 
and not the right is extinguished by limitation, it is on grounds of public policy 
that the Court refuses to entertain state claims under Article 32. The statutes 
of limitation are founded on sound principles of public policy. As observed in 
V.Tiitley Stoke’s Anglo-Indian Codes. Vol. 11. page 940; “The law is founded on 
public policy, its aim being to searre the auiet of the community, to suppress 
fraud and t/erjury'. to quicken diligence, and to prevent opnrKsion.*’ In H^r 
Pi'l-rndhov-’ v. T u'toahhav '^'’ottickshimd^ the Privy Council observ- 
ed that the object of the statutes of limitation was to give effect to the maxim. 
'‘intprtst Reini’hlicoe ut sit fnis lit firm" ~ (co litt 303) — the interest of the State 
requires that there should be a limit to litigation . The rule of res fudicata is 
founded upon the same rule of public policy, sjsq Dantaov. S/oteofC/.P.® atpage 
584. The other ground of public policy upon which the statutes of limita- 
tion are founded is express;^ in the maxim "'vigilantibus ron dormientibus 
jura siibvenhmt"’ (2 Co. Inst. 690) — the laws aid the vigilant and not those 

who slumber. On grounds of public policy the Court applies the principles of 
res judicata to writ petitions under Article 32. On like grounds the Court acts 
on the analogy of the statutes of limitation in the exercise of its jurisdiction 
under .Article 32. It follows that the present petition must be dismissed. 

Mitter. J. — The facts leading up to the filing of the petition under Article 
32 of the Constitution are as foIlow;s. 

The first petitioner before us is a registered partnership firm (hereinafter 
referred to as ‘the firm') carrying on business in Bombay and the other petitioners 
are partners of the said firm. The firm has been carrying on business as a dealer 
in and a trader of textiles and art silk, etc. It was registered as a dealer and has 
held registration certificates under the various sales tax laws prevailing in the 
State of Bombay from 1946 onwards including the Bombay Sales Tax A^ (V of 
1946), the Bombay Sales Tax Act (IH of 1963) and the Bombay Sales Tax Act 
(LT of 1959). 
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In the course of assessment for the assessment period commencing on 
1st April, 1949, and ending on 31st October, 1952, the firm contended that its sales 
of the value of Rs. 13,42,165-15-6 were not liable to be taxed under the provi- 
sions of the Bombay Sales Tax Act then in force as the goods were delivered 
as a direct result of such sales for purposes of consumption outside the State of 
Bombay. The firm claimed that it was entitled to a refond of the amount which 
it had collected from its customers and paid cm account of the aforesaid sales 
at the time of submitting the returns of its turnover. The Sales Tax Officer 
did not accept tliis contention but cm appeal the Assistant Collector of^ Sales 
Tax upheld the firm’s contention after examining the details submitted by it and 
found tliat the sales involving the sum of Rs. 26,563-8-0 realised by way of tax 
were protected under Art. 286 of the Constituticm. He therefore directed diat 
the said sum be refunded to the firm on a proper application. This appellafe 
order was oassed on 7th November, 1956. The firm preferred an application for 
refund of Rs. 26,563-50 on 13th November. 1956, whereupon the Assistant Coll^or 
Ohe appellate authority) simultaneously with the issue of a cheoue for the above 
amount by wav of rd'und wrote a letter dated 11th Mav, 1957 , to the effect that the 
petitioner should produce before him ■within cme month of the date of the chraue 
receipt totalling Rs. 26,563-50 from its customers outside Bombay State to '"ow 
that the refund had been passed on to them. It appears that the petitioner did 
not fulfil this condition and a notice dated 28th January, 1958. was issued call'^ 
uptm the firm to show c:ause whv the said sum of Rs. 26.563-50 should not w 
forfeited under section 21 14) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1953. ^ 

thereto, the firm stated bv letter dated 7th February. 1958. that it had collectec 
from its customers outside the State of Bombay the said sum of money an 
“under an honest mistake of law had paid the same to the s^lcs ax 
authorities”. The firm went on to add that the order for refund had 
only when the authorities were satisfied that it was not liable to pay the said su 
but the latter bad insisted upon a condition that the firm should in its 
refund the said amount to its cnistomers from whom the collection had 
made. The letter recxirds that the firm “had agreed to that condition un 
coercrion even though in law the authorities were bound to refund the sai 
amount without any such condirion.” Further the firm's case in that letter 
that the authorities had "no right to forfeit any amount cxillectcd by a J? 
under a mistake of law in respect of these transactions” and the thrrat to to i 
the amount on the ground that it had not been refunded to the firm’s customers 
v/as vnthout the authority of law. 

The order on the show clause notice passed on 17th March. 1958 ,_ records that 
though given sufficient opportunity to produce stamped receipts from its customcis 
the firm had failed to do so and had thereby contravened the prov’isitw o 
section 21 (2) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act. The firm was dir^tcd to paijn 
the said sum to the Reserve Bank of India on or before 1st April, 1958. ^ 

which it would be recoverable as arrears of land revenue from the firm , 

with penalty. The order was purported to be passed under section 21 (4) of 
Bombay Sales Tax Act, 1953. 

Within a few da^'s thereafter. / p . on 28th March. 1958. the firm prc=cntcd an 
application to the High Court of Bombay under Article 226 of the 
for the issue of a writ in nature of cm/o rnr/ quashing the above mentioned^ order 
of forfeiture and for incidental reliefs. In paragraph 4 of the petition it vas 
stated that the order of forfeiture was “without the authority of law and therefore 
in wolation of Art. 19 (l)(g) and Article 265 of the Constitution.” 

It appears that a similar application had been presented on behalf of Pasha 
Bhat Patel & Co. tP.) Ltd. to the Bombay High Court and the application ci 
the firm along vrith the first mentioned apph'cation were disposed of a jeam 
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single Judge of the Bombay High Court on 28th November, 1958. The main judg- 
ment was delivered in Pasha Bhai Patel and Company’s case. The learned Judge 
observed in the course of his judgment that there was no merit whatsoever in it 
and “justice did not lie in his (the petitioner’s) side and this was a matter in 
which the Court should not interfere by way of a writ and give relief to the 
petitioner company.” The Judce further observed that “the petitioner has not 
referred to fundamental rights of any kind in the petition and said: 

“This appears to me to be a gross case where even if I was of the opinion 
that the order is invalid and involved violation of fundamental rights. T would 
not in my discretion interfere by way of issuing a writ. I am not denriving the 
petitioner of any other appropriate remedy. I have therefore decided to dismiss 
this petition on that single ground.” 

No copy of the petition in Pasha Bhai Patel and Company’s case is before as but 
the present petitioner, as shown already, did complain of violation of Article 19 
(I) Tg'' and Article 265 of the Constitution- besides contending that the order 
was “ vltrf, vfr^r bad and inoperative in law.” Dealing with the petition of the 
firm the learned Judge said that “there was no merit in the case and justice did 
not lie on the side of the petitioner” and for reasons given in Pasha Bhai Patel 
and company’s case the petition was dismissed. 

The firm w'ent up in appeal to the same High Court. A note may be taken 
of some of the grounds in the memorandum of appeal filed by the firm. They 
were fnfer alia: 

“(13) The learned Judge erred in not deciding the petition on merits even 
when there was a question of violation of fundamental rights. 

(16) The learned Judge erred in holding that this was a gross case where 
even if he had been of the opinion that the order was invalid or that it involved 
wolarion of fundamental rights, he would not in his discretion interfere by way 
of issuing a writ. 

(30) The learned Judge failed to appreciate that the order of forfeiture was 
nothing but the deprivation of property w’ithout the authority of law and the 
action of the respondent wns an unreasonable restriction on the fundamental 
rights of the petitioner under Article 19 (!)(/) and Article 31 of the Constitution 
of India.” 

In dismissing the appeal the learned Judges of the Division Bench observed; 

“The appellant claims to retain with himself amounis to which he has no 
claim and the appellant is seeking to come before this Court to retain with 
himself amounts wliich he has obtained from the sales tax authorities on a 
renre=:entation that he is going to refund the same and which he has not 
refunded. Mr. Justice K. K. Desai was of the view that the claim made by the 
apnellant was a gross claim and even if it involved riolation of fundamental 
rights, in exercise of his discretion, he will not interfere by issuing a w'rit. The 
learned Judce having exercised his discretion which he undoubtedly was enti- 
tled to exercise, we do not think sitting in appeal w'e would be justified in exercis- 
inc our powers as an appellate Court in interfering with the onler under appeal. 
V.^e may observe that we are not dealing with this case on the merits at all.. 
We have not considered the question whether the appellant is entitled in law 
to retain the monex^s which he has obtained from the sales tax department. 
We have decided this appeal on the limited ground that Mr. Ju.stice K. K. 
Desai haying exercised his discretion, no case is made out for our inter- 
ference with the exerdsc of that discretion.” 
s C J— 110 
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It is therefore amply clear from the above that the learned Judges of the Bombay 
High Court did not examine the merits of the firm’s contention that the order of 
refund was without the authority of law or ultra vires or in violation of any 
fundamental rights of the partners of the firm. Th^ merely exercised their 
discretion on the question of issue of a vTit under Article 226 of the Constitu- 
tion in view of the firm’s conduct in obtaining an order for refund of the amount 
mentioned and later on refusing to fulfil the condition imposed. 

It does not appear that the firm took any further steps in the Court of law 
for vindicating its position before filing the present writ petition. It received 
a notice, dated 18th December, 1958. under the Bombay Qtv Land Revenue A<i 
(U of 1876) calling upon it to pa 3 ' the said sum of Rs. 26,563-50 to the State of 
Bombay failing which proceedings were threatened to be taken b\’ attachment 
and sale of its property and by other remedies provided by section 13 
Land Revenue Act. It appears that the Collector of Bombaj' actually issued 
an order of attachment on the right, title and interest of tw’o of the partners or 
the firm including soodwill and tenancy right in the premises where the business 
was carried on. The firm paid the sum of Rs. 26,563-50 in various instalments 
beginning on 3rd October, 1959 and ending on 8th August. 1960. 

In parasranh 8 of the present petition to this Court it is submitted that the 
petitioners “naid the sum to the State of Bombay' under coercion and|or mistake 
of law.” The petitioners also state they "did not know that the .se<mons of the 
Sales Tax Acts under which the said sum was sourrht to be forfeited and or 
recovered andlor retained were ultra vires'^ In paracraph 10 of the petition 
it is stated that the rwtitioners discovered their mistake in law when thej' came 
to know of the ded.sion of this Court dated 29th September, 1967, that seepon 
12-A (4) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act (V of 1946) was ultra vires. In para- 
graph 14 of the petition the firm also states : 

"that the said sum had been forfeited and'or recover^ andlor r^int^ hv 
the respondents from that petitioners in violation of Article 265 . Article 31 an ^ 
Article 19 fl) (f) of the Constitution. The fundamental rights of the petitioner^ 
have thus b^n wolated. The petitioners submit that thc>' have been dcnnvj- ^ 
of their property, to wit, the said sum, bj' the respondents without any aufhori v 
in law and contrary to the fundamental rights guaranteed to the petiPoncrs 
by Articles 19 (1) (f) and 31 of the Constitution.” 

The mounds of law under which the firm claimed that the action of the^Stalc of 
Bombav’’ and the respondents in recovering, retaining, forfeiting and 
ire the said sum were void and invalid in law are set forth in paragraph L 
the r^etition. In the vie%v which we take of the firm’s claim and in view cf 
decision of this Court in Kantilal ^Bahulal and Brothers v. H. C. Patel oat ^ 
29th September, 1967. it is not necessary to examine the validitv’ or otlie^‘i?e oi 
the provisions of section 12-A (4) of the Act of 1946 or the corresponding s<x 
tion of the Act of 1953, i.e., section 21 (4). The appeal of Kantilal 
and Brothtrs v, H. C. PateP decided bj' this Court on 29th SeptemKr. 
1967, was from a decision of the High Court of Gujarat reported in 16 Sales Tax 
Cases 973. The Gujarat Hiah Court had held that section 12-A (4) was save 
by Article 19 (5) of the Constitution. The appeal by the as<=essce was allowed 
by this Court on the short ground that assuming that section 12-A (4) was a 
penal provision within the legislative competence of the Legislature, it vvas vioia- 
live of Article 19 (1) (f)ina.srauch as it did not lav* down anj' procedure for 
taining whether in fact the dealer concerned had collected any amount by 
tax from his purchasers outside the State and if so what that amount was. It wa- 
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further obser^'ed that the section did not contemplate any adjudication nor did 
it pro\dde for making any order and on a reasonable interpretation of the impugned 
provision it was observed “that the power conferred under section 12-A (4) was 
unguided, un canalised and uncontrolled.*’ On the above reasoning the Court 
held that the provisions in section 12-A (4) were not a reasonable restriction on 
the fundamental riaht guaranteed under Article 19 (1) within the meaning of 
.Article 19 (5). 


To establish that the paj-ments totalling Rs. 26.563-50 made in the years 
1959 and 1960 w^ere under a mistake of law. the petitioners must satisfy the 
Court that thev paid the money imder a genuine belief that the law allow'ed it 
but that they later discovered that they were under no legal obligation to pay. 
RenavTnent of money paid under a mistake is provided for by section 72 of the 
Indian Contract Act occurring in Chapfer V of the said Act which deals with 
certain relations resembling those created by a contract. It reads : 

“A person to w’hom mone\’ has been paid, or anvghing delivered, by mistake 
or under coercion, must repay or return it.” 

It was laid down by the Judidal Committee of the Priw' Council in Sn Sn 
Sh'ha Pr/r^r/i Sw<^h. now represented by Koli Prasad Singha v. Maharaja 

Srish Chandra NandP that ^ 


“Payment Tv mistake’ in section 72 must refer to a payment Vhich was not 
JesaHv due and which could not be enforced: 'the mistake’ is thinking that 
the money paid was due when in fact it was not due.” 


TTie above decision of the Jud'dal Committee was relied on by this Court in Sales 
Tax Officer w Kanhaiva Lai Mttkimdlcl SaraP where it was said : 

“The Privv’ Coundl decision has set the whole controversy at rest and if it is 
once established that the pavment. even though it be of a tax. has been made 
bv the partv- labouring under a mistake of law the party is entitled to recover 
the same and the paitv receirinu the same is bound to renav or return it. No 
dictincrion can therefore be made in resnect of a tax liability and any other 
liability on a plain reading of section 72 of the Contract Act ” 


In M’hmdini's cn';e- the resnondent firm had paid sales tax in respect of its 
forv.-arr1 tran'^aclions in pursuance of the ncses.'^ment orders passed bv the Sales 
Tax Officer for the years 1949 to 1951 . The lew of sales tax on forward tran- 
sactions being held to be idt'a vires by the High Court of Allahabad by its 
iudement delivered on 27th Februarv'. 19.52. in the ca>=e of Bndh Prakadi Jai 
Prakadi v. Sal‘’^ Tax Officer. Konpiir^. the respondent by its letter dated 8fh 
July. 1952 asked for a refund of the amount of sales tax paid by it under assess- 
ment orders passed on 31st May. 1949. 30th October. 1950 and 22nd August, 
1951. The Commissioner of -Sales-Tax, U.P., refused to refund the amount 
cb.'med by letter dated 19th July, 1952. The above judgment of the Allahabad 
High Court was confirmed by this Court on 3rd May, 1954. see Sales-Tax Officer 
Pilihkit V. Bulk PrcJcash Jai Prakcsh\ In the meanwhile the re^ndcnt had 
filed a Writ Petition No. 355 of 1952 in the High Court for quashing the assess- 
ment orders which was allowed by an order of a single Judge on 30th November. 
1954 . The appellants* Special Appeal from the said order contending that money 
paid under a mistake of law was irrecoverable being dismissed, a further appeal 
was taken to this Court under a certificate. On the facts of that case the Court 


J-R.(19t9j76I..\.2t4 : (1949)2 Nf-L-J. 
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held that both the parties were labouring under a mistake of law the legal position 
as established later as by the decision of the Allahabad High Court in Budh 
Prakash Jai Prakash v. The Sales Tex Commissioner, Kanpur'^, subsequently con- 
firmed by this Court in Sales Tax Officer. Pilibhit v. Budh Prakash Jai Pra- 
kash- not having been known to the parties at the relevant time. This mis- 
take of law had become apparent only on 3rd May, 1954 when this Court con- 
firmed the decision of the Allahabad High Coml in Sales Tax Officer, Pilibhit v. 
Budh P’-akash Jai Prakash- observing : 

“On that position being established the respondent became entitled to recover 
back the said amounts which had been paid by mistake of law. The state of 
mind of the respondent would be the only thing relevant to consider in this 
context and once the respondent established that the payments were made by 

it under a mistake of law it was entitled to recover back the said amounts 

and the State of U. P. was bound to repay or return the same to the respon- 
dent irrespective of any other consideration On a true interpretation of sec- 

tion 72 of the Indian Contract Act, the only two circumstances there indicated 
as entitline the party to recover the money back are that the moneys must have 
been paid by mistake or under coerdon”. 

Tn SWe of Madhva PraieslTv. Bhailal Bhai^ this Court had to deal with 31' 
appeals arising out of an eaual number of applications filed before the Madhya 
Pradesh High Court contending that the taxing provisions under which the fax 
was assessed and collected from the petitioners fthe Madhya Pradesh Sales Tax 
Act! infringed Article 301 of the Constitution and did not come within the special 
provision of Article 304 rd\ In all the petitions a prayer was made for refund 
of the taxes collected. The HisJi Court allowed the prayer for refund in 24 appli- 
cations but reiected the same in the other applications. This Court agreed with 
the decision of the Hlah Court that the imposition of the tax contravened the 
provisions of Article 301 of the Constitution and was not within the saving pro- 
visions of Article 304 and on that view observed that the payunent was made 
under a mistake within section 72 of the Indian Contract Act and so the Gov- 
ernment to whom the payment had been made must repay it. The tax 
sions under which these taxes had been assessed and paid were declared ^7 

the High Court of Madhya Bharat in their decision in Mohamnu'd Siddintc v. 
The ^tate of Madhva Bharat^ on 17th January, 1956. The respondents claim 
to have discovered their im'stake in making the payments after they came to CTin 
of these decisions. Sixteen of the applications out of 31 were made to Ibc i 
Court within three years from 17th January'. 1956 and the High .i 

view that this was not an unreasonable delay and in that view ordered re un . 
The High Court also ordered refund in seven other applications made more a 
three y'ears and eight months after the said 17th January. 1956. 

This Court although of opinion that the High Court had power foj^ the pur 
pose of enforcement of fundamental rights and statutory rights to give 
quential relief by ordering repayment of money realised by the Government vi 
out the authority of law, observed : 

“At the same time we cannot lose sight of the fact that the spcaal remedy 
provided in Article 226 is not intended to supersede completely the mndcs ot 
obtaining relief by an action in a civil Court or to deny defences legitimate y 
open in such actions. It has been made clear more than once that the 
to give relief under Article 226 is a discretionary' power. Tniis is .special y 
true in the case of power to issue writs in t he nature of mandamus. Amon g 

1. A.T.R. 1952 AII.764. 3. (19(H) 6 S.C.R. 261- 

2. (1954) S.CJ. 573: {195-1) 2 M.L-J. 124: 4. A.T.R. 1956 Madh.Bha. 214. 

(1955) 1 S.CR. 243. 
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the several matters which the Courts rightly take into consideration in the 
exercise of that discretion is the delay made by the aggrieved party in seeking 
this special remedy and what excuse there is for it. Thus, where, as in these 
cases, a person comes to the Court for relief under Article 226 on the allegation 
that he has been assessed to tax imder a void legislation and having paid it 
under a mistake is entitled to get it back, the Court, if it finds that the assess- 
ment was void, being made under a void provision of law, and the payment 
was made by mistake, is still not bound to exercise its discretion directing re- 
pajment. Whether repayment should be ordered in the exercise of this discre- 
tion will depend in each case on its own facts and circumstances. It is not 
easy nor is it desirable to lay down any rule of universal application. It may 
however be stated as a general rule that if there has been unreasonable delay 
the Court ought not ordinarily to lend its aid to a party by this extraordinary 
remedy of mandamus. Again, where even if there is no such delay the Gov- 
ernment or the statutory authority against whom the consequential relief is 
prajed for raises a prima facie triable issue as regards the availability of such 
relief on the merits on grounds like limitation, the Court should ordinarily 
refuse to issue the WTit of maiidamus for such payment. In both these kinds 
of cases it will be sound use of discretion to leave the party to seek his remedy 
by the ordinary mode of action in a civil Court and to refuse to exercise in his 
favour the extraordinary remedy under Article 226 of hte Constitution.” 

In State of Kerala v. Aluminiam Industries Ltd.f the respondents after sub- 
mitting returns under the Sales Tax Act for the period 30th May, 1950 to 31st 
March, 1951, showing a net turnover exceeding Rs. 23 lakhs and depositing neces- 
sarj’ s^es tax claimed a refund on the ground of having discovered their mistake 
soon after 7th March, 1951. The petition to the Kerala High Court under Article 226 
of the Constitution was opposed on behalf of the State on various grounds.. 

• Holding that money paid under a mistake of law was recoverable, this Court 
called for a findin g from the Sales Tax ODScer on the question whether the writ 
petition was within three years of the date on which the mistake first became 
known to the respondent so that a suit for refund on that date would not be 
barred under Article 96 of the Indian Limitation Act of 1908 . 

Speaking for myself I am not satisfied that the petitioners in this case had 
made a mistake in thinkin g that the money paid was due when in fact it was not 
due. As already noted, in their reply to the show cause notice dated 7th February, 
1958, the petitioners' case was that the threat of the sales tax authorities to forfdt 
the amount was without the authority of Jaw' and that the firm had agreed to the 
condition of refunding the amount received to its own customers under coercion 
e’.’en though in law the authorities were bound to refund without any such condi- 
tion. The petitioners did not content themselves merely by opposing the claim 
of the sales tax authorities to forfeit the amount but suited their action to their 
belief by presenting a writ petition to Bombay High Court describing 
the order of forfeiture as w'ithout the authority of law and in violation of 
Article 19 (1) (g) and Article 265 of the Constitution and praying for the 
necessary' reliefs. Th^' did not accept the dedsion of the learned single Judge 
of the Bombay High Court under Article 226 of the Constitution but filed thdr 
appeal raising practically the same cententioriS as they have done in the present 
petition except that they did not state having discovered any mistake on a perusal 
of the dedsion of any Court of law. The grounds of appeal to the the Divisional 
Bench of the Bombay' High Court are illustrative of the frame of mind and dew- 
point of the i^titioners then. They’ complained about the violation of their 
fundamental rights, the illegality' of the order of forfdture and in particular 
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mentioned the unreasonable restriction on their fundamental rights enshiined 
in Article 19 (1) (/j of the Constitution. Further, they had the benefit of the 
judgment of the appeal Bencii of the Bombay High Court that the case was not 
being decided on the merits at all and even if there was any violation of the 
fundamental rights of the petitioners the exercise of discretion by the learned 
single Judge would not be interfered with in appeal.. 

It was therefore clear to the petitioners that there was no adjudication as to 
their fundamental rights or the merits of their claim and there was nothing to 
prevent the petitioners then from coming up to this Court by preferring an appeal 
from the judgment of the Bombay High Court or by instituting a suit for declara- 
tion of the order of forfeiture illegal and u/tra vires and for an injunction res- 
training the State from giving effect thereto. Before the Bombay High Court 
the p^tioners questioned the legality of the order of forfeiture and prayed for 
quashing it on the ground of the threatened invasion of their fundamental rights.! 
On these facts it is idle to suggest that the petitioners ever entertained any belief 
or thought that the money was legally due from them. The way th^ asserted 
their position under the law precludes any inference that they were ever influenced 
by a mistake of law or that they ever failed to appreciate the correct position 
under the law. Even after the decirion of the Bombay High Court they did not 
willingly pay up the amount forfeited but only made disbursements after an 
attachment had been levied on the business including the tenancy of the premises 
and its good w'ill. The}' protested against the order of forfeiture not only out of 
Court but in Court and only paid after the issue of a legal process. 

It is therefore not possible to hold that the payments complained of following 
the order of forfeiture were made in mistake of law. The}' were pa}ments under 
compulsion or coercion. A pa}ment under coercion has to be treated in the 
same way for the purpose of a claim to refund as a pa}ment under mistake of 
law, but there is an important distinction between the two. A pa}ment under 
mistake of law' may be questioned only when the mistake is discovered but a 
person who is under no misapprehension as to his legal rights and complains 
about the illegality or the ultra vires nature of the order passed against him can 
immediately after pa}'ment formulate his cause of action as one of pa}'mcnt 
under coercion., . . . 

The Limitation Acts do not in terms apply to claims against the State^ in 
respect of ^iolation of fundamental rights. A person cmmplaining of infraction 
cf any such right has one of three courses open to him. He can either make 
an application under .Article 226 of the Constitution to a High Court or he can 
make an application to this Court under Article 32 of the Constitution, or he 
can file a suit asking for app.'opriate reliefs. The decision of various High 
Courts in India have firmly laid down that in the matter of the issue of a writ 
Under Article 226 the Courts hare a discretion and may in suitable cases refuse 
to give relief to the person approaching it even though on the merits the appli- 
cant has a substantial complaint as regards violation of fundamental righu;. 
Although the Limitation Act does not apply, the Courts have refused to gire 
relief in cases of long unreasonable delay. As noted abo^■e in Bhailal Bhais case * . 
it was ohsen'ed that the “Maximum period fixed by the Legislature 
as the time within which the rdief by a suit in a civil Court 
must be brought may ordinarily be taken to be a reasonable standard by which 
delay in seeking remedy under Article 226 can be measured”. On the question of 
dday, we see no reason to hold that a different text ought to be apphed when a 
party comes to this Court under Article 32 from one apph'cabic to application.s 
under Article 226. There is a public policy behind all statutes of limitation and 
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according to Halsbuiy’s Laws of England (Third Edition Vol. 24) Article 330 at 

p. 181: 

“The Ctourts have expressed at least three different reasons supporting the 
existence of statutes of lumtauon, namely, (1) that long dormant claims have 
more of cruelty than justice in them, (2) that a defendant might have lost 
the evidence to disprove a stale cl aim and (3) that persons with good causes 
of action should pursue tliem with reasonable diligence.” 

In my view, a dmm based on the infraction of fundamental rights ought 
not to be entertained if made beyond the period fixed by the Limitation Act for 
the enforcement of the riglit by way of suit. While not holding that the 
Limitation Act applies in terms I am of the view that ordinarily the period 
fixed by the Liimtation Act should be taken to be a true measure of the time 
within which a person can be allowed lo raise a plea successfully under Article 
32 of the Cbnstitution. Article 16 of the Limitation Act of 1908 fixed a period 
9 f one yeas for a suit against Government to recover money paid under protest 
in satisfaction of a claim made by the revenue authorities on account of arrears 
ci revenue or on. account of demands recoverable as such arrears, from the 
date when the payment was made. As an attachment was levied under section 
13 of the Bombay City Land Revenue Act CH of 1876) it is a moot question as 
to whether the payments maue in 1959 and 1960 in this case would not attract 
the -said article of ihe Limiiation Act of 1908. It was held by this Court in 
A. V. Siibbarao v. The State'- that the period of limitation for a suit to 
recover taxes ill^ally collected was governed by Article 62 of the Limitation Act 
of 1908 providing a space of three years from the date of payment. But taking 
the most favourable view of the petitioners’ case. Article 120 of the Limitation 
Act of 1908 giving a period of six years for the filing of a suit would apply 
to the petitioners’ claim. The period of six years would have expired some 
time in 1966 but tlie Limitation Act of 1908 was repealed by the Limitation 
Act of 1963 and by section 30 (a) of the Act of 1963 it was provided that: 

“Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act — 

(a) any suit for which the period of limitation is shorter than the period of 
limitation prescribed by the Indian Limitation Act, 1908, may be instituted 
within a period of five years next after the commencement of this Act, or within 
the period prescribed for such suit by the Indian Limitation Act, 1908, which- 
* ever period expires earlier: 

** ** *♦” 

A claim for mone>' paid under coercion would be covered by Article 113 of 
the Limitation Act, 1963 giving a period of three years from the first of January, 
1964. on which date the Act came into force. The period of limitation for a suit 
which was formerly covered by Article 120 of the Act of 1908 would in case tike 
this be covered by Article 113 of the new Act and the suit in this case would have 
to be filed by the 1st Januap, 1967. As the petition to this Court W'as presented 
in February. 1968, a suit, if filed, would have been barred and in my view the 
petitioners’ claim in this case cannot be entertained having been preferred after 
the 1st of January', 1967. The facts ne^tive ariy claim of payment under a 
mistake of law and are only consistent with a claim for money paid under coer- 
cion. As the petitioners have come to this Court long after the date when they 
^ could have properly filed a suit, the application must be rejected. 
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- I may also note in brief another contention urged on behalf of respondents 
that the present petition is barrec by principles analogous to res jiidtcaia. It 
v/as contended by learned Counsel for the respondents that the decisions of the 
Bombay High Court were speaking orders and e\'en if the petition to the Bom- 
bay High Court had been dismissed in imune there would be a decision on the 
merits. I am unable to uphold this contention. It -was held in Varyao and 
oimn V. Tm State of U. F. and others-, that when a petition under Article 
226 is d ismissed not on the merits but because of laches on the part}' applying 
for the writ or because an alternative remedy is available to him, such chsnussal 
is no bar to the subsequent petition under Article 32 except in cases where the 
facts found by the High Court might themselves be relevant under Article 32. It 
was pointed out in Joseph v. State of Kerala- that : 

“Every citizen w'hose fundamental right is infringed by the State has a funda- 
mental right to approach this Court for enforcing his right.. If by a final deci- 
sion of a competent Court his title to property has b^n negatived, he ceases 
to have the fundamental right in respect of that propert}' mnd, therefore, he 
can no longer enforce it. In that context the doctrine of res jiuncuiu may be 
invoked. But where there is no such decision at all, there is no scope to call in 
its aid.” 

The judgment of the Bombay High Court in 1958 clearly shows that the merits 
of the petitioners’ cl aim were not being examined. I can however find no merit 
in the contention that because there is an invasion of a fundamental right of a 
citizen he can be allowed to come to this Court, no matter how long after the 
infraction of his right he applies for relief.. The Constitution is sLIent on this 
point; nor is there any statute of limitation expressly applicable, but nevertheless, 
on grounds of public policy 1 would hold that this Court should not lend its aid 
to a litigant even under Article 32 of the Constitution in case of an inordinate 
delay in asking for relief and the question of delay ought normally to be measur- 
ed by the periods fixed for the insrinition of suits under the Limitation Acts. 

The petition therefore fails and is dismissed with costs.. 

Hedge, J. — ^I had the advantage of stud}ing the judgments just delivered by 
my brothers Sikri, Bhachawat and hlitter, JJ. The facts of the case are fully 
set out in those judgments. I shall not restate them. 

I agree with the decision of hlirter, J., that to the facts of this case the rule 
Imd do\TO by this Court in Daryao Rco and others v. The State oj U. F. end 
others is inapplicable. The principle underl}ing that decision as I under- 
stand. is that the right claimed by the petitioner therein had been negatived by 
a competent Court and that decision having become final, as it was not appeal- 
ed against, he could not agitate the same over again. It is in that context 
the p'rindple of res judicatcTwzs relied on. A fundamental right can be sought 
to be enforced by a person who jTOssesses that right. If a competent Court 
holds that he had no such right, that decision is binding on him. The binding 
chatter of judgments of Courts of competent jurisdiction is in essence a part 
of the rule of law on which administration of justice depends. 

In view of the decision of this Court in Kantilal Babidal end Brothers v. 

H. C. FateP that section 12-A (4) of the Bombay Sales Tax Act. 1946 is viola- 
tive of Article 19 (I) (/)of the Constitution on the grounds that that section did 
not lay down any procedure for ascertaining whether in fact the dealer con- 
cerned had collected any amount by way of tax from its purchasers outside tlie 
Stale and if so what amount that was: ndlhcr the section nor any rule framed 
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under the Act contemplated any enquiry much less a reasonable enquiry in 
Tv^hich the dealer complained of could plead and prove his case or satisfy the 
authorities that their assumptions were wholly or partly wrong and further the 
section also did , not provide for any enquiry on disputed questions of fact or 
law or for making an order, it follows Aat the impugned collection was with- 
out the authority of law and consequently the same is an exaction resulting in 
the infringement of one of the proprietory rights of the p^tioners guaranteed 
to them under Article 19 (Ijt/) of the Constitution. Hence the petitioners have 
a fundamental right to approach this Court under Article 32 of our Constitution 
for appropriate relief and this Court has a duty to afford them appropriate relief. 
In Kdirak Singh v. Hie State of U. P: and othsfs': • Rajagopala Ayyangar, J., 
speaking for the majority observed that once it is proved to the satisfaction of 
this Court that by State action the fundamental right of a petitioner has been 
infringed it is not only the right but the duty of this Court under Article 32 to 
afford relief to him by passing appropriate orders in that behalf. The ri^t 
given to the dtizens to move this Court under Article 32 is itself a fundamental 
right and the same cannot be circumscribed or curtailed except as provided by 
the Cbn^tution. It is inappropriate to equate the duty imposed on this Court 
to the po'wers of the Chancer^' Court in England or the equitable jurisdiction of 
the American Courts. A duty imposed by the Constitution cannot be compared 
with discretionary powers under Article 32, the mandate of the Constitution is 
clear and unambiguous and that mandate has to be obeyed. It must be remem- 
bered, as emphasized by several decisions of this Court that this Court is charged 
b}' the Constitution with the special responsibiUty of protecting and enforcing 
the fundamental rights under Part IH of the Constitution. If I may with res~ 
pect, borrow the f^citous language emploj-ed by Chief Justice Patanjali Sastn 
in State of Madras v. V. G. Rao-, that as regards fundamental rights this 
Court has been assigned the role of a Sentinel on the gui v/ve. The anxiety 
of this Court not to whittle down the amplitude of the fundamental rights guaran- 
teed has found expression in several of its judgments. It has not allowed its 
vision to be blurred by the fact that some of the persons who invoked its powers 
had no equity in their favour. It always took care to see that a bad case did 
not end in lajing down a bad law. I am not unaware of the fact that the 
petitioners before us have no equity in their favour but that circumstances is 
irrelevant in deciding the nature of the right available to an aggrieved party 
under Articie 32 of the Constitution. 

All of us are unanimous on the question that the impugned collection 
amounts to an invusion of one of the fundamental rights guaranteed to the peti- 
tioners. Our difference primarily centres round the question whether their 
right to get reh'ef under Article 32 is subject to any limitation or to be more 
accurate whether this Court has any discretion while exercising its jurisdiction 
under that Act? As mentioned earlier a right to approach 'this Court under 
Article 32 is itself a fundamental right. In that respect our Constitution makes 
a welcome departure from many other similar Constitutions. As seen earh'er a 
part>- aggrieved by the infringement of any of its fundamental rights has a right 
to get reh'ef at the hands of this Court, and tlus Court has a duty" to grant appro- 
priate relief— see Joseph Pathen v. The State cf_ Kerala^. The p^-er confer- 
red on this Court by that Article is not a discretionary power. This power is 
not simil:u to the power c»nf erred on the High Courts under Article 226 of ■ the 
Constitution. Hence laches oii the p^ of an aggrieved partv cannot deprive 
him of the right to get reh'ef from this Court undCT Article 32. A Division 
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Bench of the Bombay High Court in Kamalabai Harjivandas Parekli v. T. B. 
DesaP held that where a constitutional objection to the validity of a le^lation 
is taken in a petition under Article 226. the question of mere delay will not affect 
the maintainability of that petition . Law reports do not show a single instance, 
where this Court bad refused to grant relief to a petitioner in a petition under 
Article 32 on the ground of delay. 

There has been some controversy whether an aggrieved party can 
waive his fundamental right. That question was elalmrately considered 
in Basheshar hath v. The Conwiisiioner of Income-tax, Delhi, 
Rajasthan and another", by a Constitution Bench coasting of S. R. Das, C.J., 
and Bhagwati. S. K. Das, S. L. Kapur and Subba Rao, JJ. The learnt Chief 
Justice and Kapur, J.^ held that there could be no waiver of a fundamental right 
founded on Article 14. Bhagwati and Subba Rao. JJ., held that no fundamental 
right can be waived and S. K. Das, J., held that only such fundamental rights 
which are intended to the benefit of a party can be waived. I am mentioning all 
these aspects to show how jealously this Court has been resisting every attempt 
to narrow down the scope of the ri^ts guaranteed under Part HI of our Consti- 
tution. 


Admittedly the provisions contained in the Limitation Act do not apply to 
proceedings under Article 226 or Article 32. The Constitution makers wisely, if 
I may say with respect, excluded the application of those provisions to proceed- 
ings under Articles 226, 227 and 32 lest the efficacy of the constitutional remedies 
should be left to the tender mercies of the L^slatures. This Court has laid down 
in I. C. Golaknath and others v. Stale of Punjab and another^, that the 
Parliament cannot by amending the Constitution abridge the fundamental righte 
conferred under Part III of the Constitution. If we are to bring in the provi- 
sions of Limitation Act by an indirect process to control the remedies conferred 
by the Constitution it would mean that what the Parliament cannot do directly 
it can do indirectly by curtailing the period of limitation for suits against the 
Government. We may console ourselves by saving that the provisions of the 
Lirrutation Act will have only persuasive value but they- do not limit the power 
of this Court but the reality is bound to be otherwise. Very soon the line that 
demarcates the rule of prudents and binding rule is bound to vanish as has hap- 
pened in the past. The fear that forgotten claims and discarded rights may be 
sought to be enforced against the Government after lapse of years, if the funda- 
mental rights are held to be enforceable without any time limit appears to be 
an exaggerated one. It is for the party who complains the infringement of any 
right to establish his right. As years roll on his task is bound to become more 
and more difficult. He can enforce only an existing right. A right may be 
lost due to an earUer decision of a competent Court or due to various other rea- 
sons. If a right is lost for one rvason or the oUicr there is no right to be 
enforced. In this case we are dealing with an existing right even if it can be 
said that the petitioners’ remedy under the ordinary law is barred. If the deci- 
sion of Bachawat and Mitter, JJ., is correct, startling results are likely to 
follow. Let us take for example a case of a person who is convicted and senten- 
ced to long period of imprisonment on the basis of a statute which had been 
repealed long before the alleged offence was committed. He comes to know the 
repeal of^the statute long after the period prescribed for filing appeal expires. 
Under such a drcumstancc according to the decision of Bachawat and Mitter. JJ., 
he wall have no right — the discretion of the Court apart — to move this Court a 
writ of habias corpus. ' 


1. (1965) Vol, 67 Rcm.LR. 85. 1207. 

2 :1959) ISC.R-CSurP-') 578 : (1959, SC.J 3. (1967) 2 S.C.R 762 : (1967; 2 S C J -tFS 



I] 


T. MOnCHAND V. MUNSHI {ffegde, J.). 


883 


Our Constitution makers in their wisdom thought that no fetters should be 
placed on the right of an aggrieved partj' to seek relief from this Court under 
Article 32. A comparison of the language of Article 226 with that of Article 32 
will show’ that while under Article 226 a discretionary’ power is conferred on the 
High Courts the mandate of the Constitution is absolute so far as the exercise! 
of this Court’s power under Article 32 is concerned. Should this Court, an insti- 
tution p rim arily created for the purpose of safeguarding the fundamental rights 
guaranty under Part IH of the Constitution, narrow down those rights ? The 
implications of this decision are bound to be far reaching. It is likely to pull 
down &om the high pedestal now occupied by the fundamental rights to the 
level of other civil rights. I am apprehensive that this decision may mark an 
important turning point in downgrading the fundamental rights guaranteed 
under the Constitution. I am firmly of the view that a rehef asked for under Arti- 
cle 32 cannot be refused on the ground of laches. The provision of the Limita- 
tion Act have no relevance either directly or indirectly to proceedings under Arti- 
cle 32. Considerations which are relevant in proceedings under Arti- 
cle 226 are w’hoUy’ out of place in a proceeding like the one before us . The deci- 
sion of this Court referred to in the judgment of Bachawat and Mitter, JJ., where 
this Court has taken into consideration the laches on the part of the petitioners 
are not opposite for our present puipose. None of those cases deal with proceed- 
ings under Article 32 of the Constitution. The rule enunciated by this Court 
in the State of M. P. v. BUailal Bhai^. is only applicable to proceedings under 
Article 226. At page 271 of the report Das Gupta, J., who spoke for the Court 
specifically referred to this aspect w’hen he says : 

•'that it has been made clear more than once that pow’er to relief under Arti- 
cle 226 is a discretionary power.” 

Therefore those decisions are of no assistance to us in deciding the present case. 
Once it is held that the power of this Court under Article 32 is a discretionary 
power — ^that in my opinion Is the result of the decision of Bachawat and Mitter, 
JJ. — ^then it follows that this Coiut can refuse relief under .Article 32 
on any one of the grounds on which ^ relief under Article 226 can be 
refused. Such a conclusion militates not only against the plain words of Article 
32 but also the lofty principle underlying that provision . The resulting position 
is that the right guaranteed under that Article would cease to be a fundamental 
right. 

Assuming that the rule enunciated by this Court in Sales Tax Officer v. 
Kanhaya Lai Miikand Lai Sarqff- and further refined by this Court in State of M. 
P. v. Bhailal B':ai^ can apply to the facts of this case even then I am of opinion 
that the petitioners are entitled to the relief that they have asked for. As could 
be gathered from the decision of Bachawat and Mitter, JJ., the Bombay High 
Court did not decide the merits of the case in the writ petition filed by the peti- 
tioners. In that petition the Court refused to exercise its discretion in favour of 
the petitioners. The grounds on which the petitioners challenged the validity 
of section 12-.A. (4) of the Bombay ^ales Tax Act, 1946 before the High Court of 
Bombay have now been found to be unsu^ainable by Gujarat High*^ Court in 
Kc'itilal Babulal end Brother v. H. C. Patil\ In the appeal aaainst that deci- 
sion this Court did not examine those grounds. ‘ It struck^down section 12-A (4) 
on a wholly different ground, a ground not put forward bv the petitioners in 
their writ petition before the Bombay High Court. A mere impression of a 
party that a pro\’ision of law may be ultra vires the Constitution cannot b- 
equated to knowledge that the pro\-ision invalid. Hope and derire'are no‘ th^ 
same things as knowledge. .A law- passed by a competent Legislature is bound 

3. (1965) 16 S.T.C. 973. 
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to be prKumed to be valid until it is struck down by a competoit Court. The 
fact after a futile attempt to get the provision in question declared invalid the 
petitioners gave up their fight and submitted to the law which was apparently 
valid is no proof of the fact that they knew that the provision in question is 
invalid. As seen earlier that none of the grounds urged by the petitioners in 
support of their contention that the provision in question is invalid has been 
accepted by any Court till now. Under these circumstances I see no justifica- 
tion to reject the plea of the petitioners that they became aware of the provi- 
sion only after die decision of this Court in Kantilal BabiiM's case^ 
which decision was rendered on 29th September. 1967. This petition was filed 
very soon thereafter. Hence this case under any circumstance falls within the 
rule Imd down by this Court in Bhailal BhaVs case.- 

For the reasons mentioned above I allow this petition and grant die reh'rf 
prayed for by the petitioners. 

Order: — I n accordance with the opinion of the majority, the petition fails and 
is dismissed with costs.-. 

V. M. K. Petition dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(CKil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present. — ^J. C. Shah, Acting Chief Justice, V. Ranuswaju and A. N. Grovtr, JJ. 
Nazeeria Motor S 2 r\'ice and others ... Appellants* 


V. 


The State of Andhra Pradesh and another, etc. ... Respondents. 

Andhra Pradesh Motor Vehicles (Taxation of Passengers and Goods) Amendment 
.^'and Validation Act (XXXIV of 1961) — Scope — Constitutional validity — If in- 
fringes Article 14 and 19 (1) (g) of the Constitution — Act intended to augntent 
revenues of the State — Previous sanction of President obtained under proviso 
to Article 304 (Jd)-—E^ect —-Question of reasonableness of restrictions imposed 
and of restrictions being in public interest — Powers of Court to go into — Exemption 
of Telengana area under Notification dated \st November, 1961 — Vehicles on 
interstate routes not subject to tax — If discrimination tmder Article 14 — 
Constitution of India (1950), Articles 14, 19 (I) (g), 301 and 304 fb) Proviso — 
Scope of. 

In the case of a statute, such as the Andhra Pradesh Motor Vehicles (Taxa- 
tion of Passengers and Goods) Amendment Act, 1961, which was enacted with 
the object of augmenting the revenues of the State, notwithstanding the 
fact that the sanction of the President wns obtained under the proviso to Arti- 
cle 304 (b) of the Constitution of India, the question of the restrictions being 
reasonable and in public interest is open to examination by the Court, and the 
Act can be held to be valid only if it is shown that the restrictions imposed by it 
are reasonable and in public interest. When the taxes imposed were enhanced 
the transporters were permiffed to enhance the fares, and the burden therrrfbrc 
would not fall on the transporters. If the transport operators arc not pre- 
pared to charge higher rates of fares as a matter of poh'cy, or for the purpose of 
business competition, that cannot impinge on the reasonableness of the restric- 
tion imposed, particularly when there is nothing to show that the tax impo^ 
exceeds the limits of permissible reasonableness. There is also nothing in the 
provisions of the Act with regard to imposition of tax. are not in public interest 
Haice the Act cannot be diallenged under Article 19 (1) (g) of the Constitu- 
tion of India. 

When it is found that the increase in the surcharge of fees and freight con- 
templated by the Validating Act of 1961 would not constitute an imi^iroent 
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lo the trade, and that the utmost that could be said was that it would result 
in the diminution of profits, it cannot be said that there is an infringement of 
Article 19 (1) (g)- 

Nor can the Act be said to be violative of Article 14, on the ground of dis- 
crimination in that it has not been made applicable to the Telengana area 
wlule made applicable to the Andhra area or on the ground that the vehicles 
on the inler-State routes or permits granted by other States (Madras) had not 
been subjected to tax. 

There was no law in the erstwhile Hyderabad State imposing any tax on 
passengers and goods. After the merger of Telengana and Andhra areas, Ae 
laws in force in the Telengana region continued to remain in force under section 
119 of the States Reorganisation Act. 1956. The Notification issued on 4th 
November. 1961. under section 19 of Act (X of 1958), exempted passengers, lug- 
gage and goods from payment of tax in the Telengana area, and this exemp- 
tion was granted to the operators in the Telengana area for the reason that 
before the extension of the parent Act to this area, no tax sunilar to the one 
levied under the parent Act was payable in that area and their exemption was 
granted under a different enactment. Hence the challenge under Article 14 
has no force. Since the la\vs in force in the two States. Madras and Andto. 
are different, no question of discriim'nation can arise when taxes are being 
imposed under two different sets of laws in different States or geographical 
limits; and hence it cannot be said that Article 14 is infringed because vehicles 
on the inter-State routes or permits issued by other States had not been sub- 
jected to tax. 

Case-law discussed and reviev(‘ed. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order dated the 25th October, 1962 of the 
Andhra Pradesh High Court in Writ Petitions Nos. 1307, 1305 and 1353 of 1961. 

K. Srin'mscmitrthy and Naimit Lai, Advocates, for Appellants (In all the 
Appeals). 

P. Ratn Reddy, Senior Advocate, (P. Paramesiwara Rao, Advoca.te, with him), 
for Respondent No. 1 (1^ ^de Appeals). 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Grover. J ~ These appeals by certificate from a judgment of the Andhra Pra- 
’ desh Hi^ Court which dispos^ of several petitions under Article 226 of the 
Constitution including the petitions filed by the appellants involve the question 
of the constitutionality of the Andhra Pradesh Motor Vehicles (Taxation of 
Pas':engers and Goods) Amendment and Validation Act, 1961, Andhra Pradesh 
Act" (X?6av of 1961). 

The appellants hold permits either for stage carriage or for public carriers 
issued under the Motor Vehicles Act, 1939. They ply these vehicles on differ- 
ent routes in the State as also on some of the inter-State routes. They were 
subject to tax levied under the Madras Motor Vehicles Taxation Act, 1931, 

In 1952, the Madras Motor Vehicles (Taxation of Passengers and Goods) 
Act, (XVI of 1952) w'as enacted by which every operator had to pay 
Rs. 12.50 per seat per quarter or 37 nai paisc per seat per mile over and above 
the tax payable under the Madras Motor Vehicles Taxation Act, 1931. Under 
that Act the operators were pajang tax of Rs. 30 per seat per quarter. The validity 
of Act (X\T of 1952) was challenged before the Madras IDgh Court. In Mathu- 
rai Pillar v. The State of Madras' its validity was upheld except as to the 
proviso to section 3 of tire Act. After the formation of Andhra Pradesh State 
the Gevemor promulgated an Ordinance amending Madras Act (XVI of 1952) 
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in the light of the above judgment. The provisions contained in tlie Ordinance 
were subsequently re-enacted as President’s Act (XI of 1954). The operators, 
therefore, paid taxes imposed under Act (XVI of 1952) as amended in the State of 
Andhra Pradesh. By means of Act (XXI of 1959) the Legislature of Andhra 
Pradesh amended Act (XVI of 1952). Section 3 of Act (XVI of 1952) as amend- 
ed read as follows : 

“In clause (a) of sub-rule (/) of rule 1 in the Schedule to the Principal Act, 
for the words '37 nP. per seat per year per mile the words Rs. 1.48 nP. per 
seat per year per mile and for the words Rs. 12.50 nP. per seat per quarter 
the words of Rs. 50 per seat per quarters shall be substituted and clause ip) of 
the said sub-rule for the words Rs. 22.50 nP. per month the words Rs. 45 
per month shall be substituted.” 

The validity of the Amending Act (XXI of 1959) was challenged by means 
of writ petitions before the High Cburt. A Division Bench struck down the 
impugned provisions as unconstitutional and ultra vires on the ground that 
since that Act imposed a restriction on the operator’s freedom of trade and com- 
merce under Article 301 of the Constitution the previous sanction of the President 
was necessary under the proviso to section 304 (0). and because that had not been 
obtained. the Act was legally inoperative; Venson Transport v. The State of 
Andhra PradesiT. Subsequently Act (XXXJV of 1961) was enacted after 
the sanction of the President was obtained to the BUI under the proviso to Arti- 
cle 304 (/;). It validated two acts, namely. Act (XXI of 1959) and Act (XXII of 
1959) and also amended Act (XVI of 1952) and substituted sub-section (3) of sec- 
tion 3 of that Act by a new sub-section. It further validated the realisation of the 
tax paid or payable and the fee paid or payable and other action taken under Act 
(XXI of 1959) and Act (XXH of 1959). It empowered the Government to levy 
additional tax at the rate of Rs. 50 per seat per quarter from 8th May, 1959 to 
16th January, 1961. Thereafter from 17th January, 1961 to 3rd November, 1961, 
the rate was fixed at Rs. 12.50 per seat per quarter. After the commencement 
of the Validating Act (XXXTV of 1961) the rate was to be Rs. 37.50 per scat per 
quarter. This was to be operative till 1st April, 1962, when the Act would cease 
to have any effect. 

The validity and constitutionality of Validating Act (XXXIV of 1961) were 
challenged by means of various petitions under Article 226 of the Con.stitulion . 

It was sought to be contended before the High Court that the impugned legisla- 
tion was not regulatory in character.’ The sole object was .to argument the 
revenue of the State. This brought the statute within the mischief of Article 301 
of the Constitution. The High Court was of the view that the question whether 
the statute was regulatory or compensatory was relevant in the context of Part 
Xm of the Constitution only in the event of non-compliance with the proviso 
to Article 304 (h) of the Constitution. As the previous sanction of the President 
had been obtained in terms of the proviso such points could no longer be can- 
vassed. The challenge on the ground of Article 14 before the High Court also 
failed. An argument was addressed that the impugned Act wus repugnant to 
Article 19 (1) (.e) of the Constitution. Tiic reasonableness of the restriction 
within the meaning of Article 304 (6) also came up for consideration. Tire 
High Comt, in the light of the facts and figures placed before it; held that the 
increase in surcharge of the fares and frei^ts contemplated by the impugned 
Act did not constitute an impediment to the trade of the transjwrtcrs and 
that the restriction in the shape of additional imposts wa.s not unreasonable. 

It is unnecessary' to refer to the other points agitated before and decided by the 
High Court. 
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Counsel for the appellant has urged the following points before us: 

(1) The impugned Act imposed a tax for augmenting the revenues of the 
State. It was neither regulatory nor compensatory in nature and it fell 
directly within the mischief of Article 301 of the Constitution. 

(2) Even though there had been compliance with the proviso to Article 304 
{b) in the matter of obtaining the requisite sanction it was open to the Court 
to go into the question of reasonableness both with reference to the aforesaid 
provision and Article 19 (1) (g) read with clause (6) of that Article. The Court 
was equally entitled to determine whether the imposition was in the public 
interest. 

(3) The impugned Act violated Article 14 of the Constitution and was dis- 
criminatory inasmuch as 'a' it had not been made applicable to the Telengana 
area although it w'as applicable to the Andhra area, and (b} the vehicles on 
inter-State routes on permits granted by other States had not been subjected 
to tax. 

In order to decide these points the principles which have been settled by 
this Court with regard to Article 301 and Article 304 (6, may be noted. Accord- 
ing to the majority \iew' in Automobile Transport \ Rajasthan) Ltd. v. The State 
of Raj stha I and others ' if a tax is compensatory in character it cannot be salcj 
to fall within the mischief of Article 301 . Subba Rao, J., (as he then was), who 
concurred in the majority decision but delivered a separate judgment preferred to 
rest his view' on the regulatory nature of such taxing statute as would escape the 
mischief of Article 301, In Khyerbari Tea Co Ltd. and Anr. v. The State of 
Assam-, the difference between the view expressed in the ' Automobile Transport 
(^Rajasthan) casc^, and an earlier dedsion is Aliabari Tea Co. Ltd. v. 
State of Assam and others', with regard to the scope and effect of the provisions 
of Article 304 (b) was noticed. It was observed that according to the majority 
view expressed in Atiabari Tea Co. case^. if the Act is pas^ under Article 
304 (b) and its validity is impeached the State may seek to justify the Act on the 
ground that the restrictions imposed by it are reasonable and in public interest 
and in doing so it may rely on the fact that the taxes levied by the unpugned 
Act are compensator)' in character. On the other hand, according to the majority 
decision in the Automobile Transport (Rajasthan) case^; compensator taxation 
would be outside Article 301 and cannot fall under Article 304 (b). Since it was 
not urged that the tax was of a compensatory nature in Khyerbari Tea Co. Ltd. 
OISC-, this Court proceeded to examine whether the restrictions imposed by the 
statute impugned in that case were reasonable and in public interest within the 
meaning of Article 304 fft). The effect of comph’ance with the provisions of the 
proviso to Article 304 (b) by obtaining the previous sanction of the President to 
the Bill was also considered and it has been laid down that notivithstanding the 
sanction the question of the restrictions being reasonable and in public interest 
is open to examination b}' the Court. The Act can be held to be valid only if it 
is shown that the restrictions imposed by it are reasonable and in public interest . 

It has not been contended on behalf of the State that the impugned 
Validating Act imposes a tax which is by way of a regulatory' or compensatory' 
measure. It has, therefore, to be seen whether the restrirtion imposed are 
reasonable and in public interest within the meaning of Article 304 (6) . Before 
the High Court an attempt was made on behalf of the appellants to show' that 
by raising the rate of tax the burden had been increased to such an extent that 
the business of the appellants had been virtually annihilated. According to 
some of the aflidawts filed on behalf of the writ petitioners, profits derived in 
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recent years did not ©cceed an average of Rs. 2,000 per stage carriage even 
without the additional burden which had been imposed and the transporters 
would suffer heavy losses if the tax as increased by the impugned le^lation were 
to be realized. The High Coiut referred to the computation of the income by the 
Income-tax Department of some of the transporters in whose assessments the 
income in regard to each bus had been calculated at a figure of Rs. 7,000 
annually, which showed that the profits w’ere much higjier than Rs. 2,000. It 
was not disputed before the High Cburt that the transporters had been permitted 
to enhance the fares. If the fares could be enhanced it was obvious that the 
burden would not fall on the transporters. It was urged that owing to competi- 
tion from -the railways and from operators whose vehicles had been registered 
in the Madras State and who could charge lower rates the appellants were not 
in a position to collect extra fares which thej' had been permitted to do. This 
argument also cannot hold and was rightly repelled by the Hi^ Court on the 
ground that if the operators were not prepared to charge higher rates as a matter 
of policy or for the purpose of business competition that could not impinge on 
the reasonableness of the restriction. Apart from a faint attempt to reppt 
some of the arguments which were addressed before the High Court on tins point 
nothing new has been brought to our notice which would justify the view that 
the tax which has been imposed exceeds the limits of permissible reasonableness. 
As regards pubfic interest we are unable to find nor has any attempt been made 
to satisfy us that the provisions of the impugned Validating Act with regard to 
imposition of tax are not in public interest. 

This is sufficient to dispose of the challenge under Article 19 fl) tgl as well. 
We may in this connection refer briefly to the conclusion of the High Court 
which was reached on a consideration of the affidavits filed before it. It has been 
found that there is no material which would warrant the conclusion that the 
Increase in the surcharge of the fares and freight contemplated by the impugned 
Validating Act would constitute an impediment to the trade. The utmost that 
could be said was that it would result in the diminution of profits. Ev^ on tlic 
assumption that the profits would be dimi nished or greatly reduced it cannot 
be held that there is any infringement of Article 19 (1) (g)- 

Coming to the attack on the ground of violation of Article 14 reference may 
be made to the background relating to taxation of passengers and goods carried 
in motor vehicles in the State prior to the formation of Andhra Pradesh. It 
appears that there was no law in the erstwhile Hyderabad State imposing an}' 
tax on passengers and goods. After the merger of Telengana and Andhra areas 
the laws in operation in the Telengana region continued to remain in force by 
virtue of the provisions of section 119 of the States Reorganisation Act, 195(7. By 
Act (X of 1958) the State of Andhra Pradesh amended Act (X^T of 1952 )<«trr alia 
extending that Act, to the Telengana area. This Act (X of 1958) also 
amended the Principal Act by adding section 19 according to which the Govern- 
ment could grant an exemption by means of a notification in respect of any 
motor vehicle running in a particular area. On 4th November. 1961, a notification 
was issued exempting passengers, luggage and goods carried in stage carriages 
from payment of tax under the aforesaid Act within tlie Telengana area. Tlicre 
can be no manner of doubt that tins exemption was given to the operators in the 
Telengana region for the reason that before the extension of the parent Act to 
this area no tax similar to the one levied under the parent Act was pa}ablc in 
that area and that this exemption was granted under a different enactment. It 
is apparent that for these reasons the challenge under Article 14 cannot succeed. 
The same is the position with regard to the tax pa}ablc by the appellants and 
that which the transporters having permits for intcr-Statc routes have to pay. 
As has been pointed out in the affidants filed on behalf of the State the laws in 
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ths two States, Madras and Andhra Pradesh are different and persons having 
primary pennits from Madras are naturally governed by the laws operating m 
that State. No question of discrimination can arise when taxes are being 
imposed under two different sets of laws in different States or geographical areas. 

The appeals, therefore, fail and are dismissed with costs. One hearing fee. 
P. RN. Appeals disviiised. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Qvil Appellate Jurisdiction). 

Present J. C. Shah and K. S. Hegde, JJ. 

Somnatn Barman . . Appellant.* 

V. 

Dr. S. P. Raju and another ... Respondents. 

Limitation Act (IX of 190S), Articles 142 and 144 — Scope — Suit for p.issesiicn on- 
basis of title alleging purchase and possession for over 12 years prior to suit — 
Plea of denial cf title of plaintiff and adverse possession — Finding that plaintiff's 
title not proved but that possession uithin 12 years of suit was established — De- 
fendants fotstd to be trespassers and providing no proof cf possession or adverse 
possession — Decree on basis of possessory title — If justified — Possessory title — 
Value of. 

Possessoiv’ title is a good title as against everybody other than the lawful 
owner and a trespasser or wrongdoer cannot defeat the lawful possession of a. 
person who has proved possesion for more than twelve years by ousting lunr 
from the property. 

Possession is, under the Indian Law, as under the English Law, good 
title against aU but the true owner, and a wrongdoer cannot succesrfuHy 
resist ^e suit of a person proving prior possession in an action for ejectment, 
by showing that the title and right to possession are in a third person. IL 
cannot therefore be held that in a suit for possession on the basis of title,, 
the plaintiff cannot succeed unless he proves his title to the suit property as- 
well as its possession within 12 years. If the plaintiff proves possession for 
a long period prior to suit he can succeed in the suit as against a trespasser 
who does not prove possession amounting to ouster of the plaintiff. 

The plaintiff in 1949 brought a suit for possession of the suit land on the 
allegation that he purchased the land from one JJEC. with other plots under two 
sale deeds dated 1930, and that he was put in possession and remained in 
possession about 1945, when the 2nd defendant trespassed on the land and 
took possession of it. The defendants 1 and 2 denied that the plaintiff had 
any title or that he was in possession at any time. The first defendant was- 
said to have purchased the propert)' from the 2nd defendant in 1946. 

It was found that the plaintiff did not prove his title, but that he was in 
possession from 1930 to 1945. It was also found that the defendants had 
not proved their plea of title by adverse possession. The second defendant 
was not examined in Court at ^ as a witness to support the plea of adverse 
possession and no explanation was forthcoming for his non-examination. 
The first defendants evidence w'as found to very httle value and he had no 
knowledge of the property' prior to the date of his allied purchase in 1946. 

Held, that the possession of the plaintiff was a sufficient evidence of title 
as owner against the defendants and that the plaintiff's suit for possession 
must be decreed. 

• C..A. No. 2342 of 1966 
C.M.P.No.35S of 196S. 

SC J— 112 


I6th Octob-cr, 1969. 
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Ismail Ariff v. Mahomed Ghoiise, (1893) I.L.R. 20 I.A. 99, Foil; Narayana Row 
A’. Dharmachar, (1903) I.L.R. 26 Mad. 514: 13 M.L.J. 146; Krishna V. Yeshwani and 
■others v. Vastideva Apaji Ghaotikar deceased by Irs., (1884) I.L.R. 8 Bom. 371 ; 
Umrao Siagh v. Ramji Das ar.d others^ (1914) I.L.R. 36 All. 51 ; Wali Ahmad Khan 
and others Ajiidhia Kandu, (.1891) I.L.R. 13 All. 537 ; Subodh Gopal Boscw Province 
af Bihar and others, A.l.R. 1950 Pal. 222, approved; Deb Churn Bolda v. Ismr Chimder 
Manjee, (1883) I.L.R. 9 Cal. 39 ; Ertaza Hossein and another v. Bany Mistry, (1883) 
I.L.R. 9 Ci'l. 130 ; Purmeshwr Chowdhry aiul ethers v. Brija Lall Chowdbry, (1890) 
I.L.R. 17 Cal. 256 ; Miss Cliand Gait a and others v. Kanchiram Bagcni, (1899) I.L.R. 
26 Cal. 579. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Decree dated the 8th October, 1963 of the 
Andhra Pradesh High Court in C.C.C. Appeal No. 47 of 1959. 

H. R. Gokhale, S:nior Advocate {K. R. Chatidlmry and G. Kamalya. Advocates 
•with him), for Appdlant. 

M. C. CItagla, S.nior Advocate {Messrs. R. V. Pillai and Subodh Maikande)a, 
Advocates, "with h'm), for Respondent No. 1. 

M. C. Bhandare and K. Rajendra Chatidhuri, Advocates, for Respondent No. 2. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

He%de. J. — ^This appeal has been brought by the 1st defendant in O.S. No. 
210 of 1958 on the file of the 1st Additional Judge, City Civil Court, Hyderabad . 
That was a suit brought by the 1st respondent-plaintiff for possession of the ^it 
properQr. That suit was dismissed by the Trial Court but in appeal the High 
Court of Andhra Pradesh reversed the decree of the Trial Court and decreed the 
plaintiff's suit for possession. Thereupon this appeal has been brought after 
■obtaining a certificate under Article 133 (1) ta, of the Constitution. 

The subject-matter of the suit is a piece of land in Himayatnagar measuring 
2856 sq. yards. The plaintiff’s case is that he purchased this land from one 
.lamsheer Khan with other plots in the vicinity under two sale deeds mark^ 
Exhibits P-2 and P-3; thereafter he was in possession of the same. When he was in 
possesa'oiL the second defendant trespassed into the said property and took 
possession of the same, thereafter he illegally sold the same to tlje 1st defendant. 
The defendants denied the plaint allegations. They denied that the plaintiff had 
any title to the suit property or that he was in possession of the same at any 
time. On the other hand they pleaded that the second defendant who had 
acquired title to the suit property by adverse possession had sold tlic same to 
the 1st defendant in the year 1946. 

The Trial Court came to the conclusion that the plaintiff has not established 
ius title to the suit property. It also held that the plaintiff has not satisfactorily 
proved that he was in possession of the suit property at any time. In view of 
those findings thought that it was not necessary to go into the defendant’s plea 
-of adverse possession. In the residt it dismissed tlie plaintiff's suit. In appeal 
the High Court agreed wth the Trial Court that the plaintiff has not proved his 
title to the suit property. It rejected the plea of the defendants that they have 
perfected their title to the suit property by adverse possession. But diffcrinc 
from the Trial Court it came to the conclusion that the plaintiff was put into 
possession of the suit property by his vendor Jamsheer Khan Sahab in about the 
year 1930 and he was in possession of the same tiU about the year 1945. when 
the second defendant trespassed on the same and took posscs.sion of it. 

In view of the concurrent finding reached by the Trial Court and the Higii 
Court that the plaintiff has not proved his title, that question was not reopened 
in this (3ourt. The finding of the High Court that the defendants have not 
established their pleas of title by advcr.=c possession was challenged though feebly- 
It was contended before us that the plaintiff who based his suit on title ard prior 
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possession caving failed to establish his dtle, his suit has to fail. Further the 
finding of the High Court that the plamtiff was in possession of the said property 
between 1930 to 1945 was also assailed before us. 

The appellant claims that he came into the possesson of the suit property 
on the strength of the sale deed executed by the second defendant in his favour 
on 1st October, 1946. The suit from which this appeal arises was inidally insti- 
tutai on the original side of the High Court of Hj’derabad in the year 1949. 
Therefore to establish his claun. of title by ad’/erse possession, the 1st defendant 
must primarily depend on the fact that the second defendant was in possession 
of the suit property' for a period of over nine years before he sold the same to 
him. Though the second defendant filed a written statement supporting the 
case of the 1st defendant and though he was present at the time of hearing on 
several occasions, he was not examined as a witness in this case to support the 
plea of adverse possession put forward by the defendants- No explanation is 
forthcoming for his non-examination. This circumstance goes a long way to dis- 
credit the defendant's plea of adverse possession. The 1st defendant’s evidence 
as r^ards adverse possession is of very little significance as his knowledge of 
the suit property’ prior to the date he purchased the same is very little. The 
only other evidence reCied on hi support of the pfea of adverse possession is that 
of D.W. 2, Shambhu Prashad who claims to have taken the suit property on 
lease from the second defendant. The lease deed said to have been executed by 
hhn is marked as Exhibit D-I . It is not explained how the 1st defendant came 
into possession of Exhibit D-1 . Though the suit was filed as far back as 1949, 
Exhibit D-I was produced into Court for the first time in the year I960. No 
e,xp!anation has b^ given for this inordinate delay in producing Exhibit D-1 (an 
unregistered document) in Court. According to D.W. 2, the 1st defendant knew 
about this document as far back as 1950. Under these circumstances, the 
High Court was fully justified in rejecting the testimony of D.W. 2 and not rely- 
ing on Exhibit D-1.' The other evidence adduced by the 1st defendant relating to 
the plea of adverse possession was not commended for our acceptance. Therefore 
we need not consider the same. Hence we agree with the Eiigh Court that the 
defendants have failei to establish their plea of adverse possession. 

Now coming to the evidence relating to the pjaintifi’ s possession of the suit 
property from Ae year 1930 to 1945, we have firstly the oral testimony of tlie 
plaindfi. The High Court has accepted the plaindfi’s evidence as credit-wortiiy. 
The plaintifi is a responsible person. He held important offices both under the 
State Government as well as under the United Nauons. Prima facie his evidence 
is worthy of acceptance. This would be particularly so in view of the non-exami- 
nadon of the second defendant. The question before the Trial Court and the 
High Cc-urt was whether the plamtiff was in possession of the suit property 
between 1930 to 1945 or whether the second defendant was in possession of the 
snrne during that period? On this aspect, the evidence is really one-sided. 
The evidence of the plamtiff that he came into possession of the suit property' 
tinder Exhibits P-2 and P-3 is supported by the recitals in those docum^te. In 
conadering the question whether J am s heer Khan, the vendor under Exhibits P-2 
and P-3, had pat the plaintiff into possession of the suit property, the fact that 
lamsheer Khan had no title to the same is not very' material. There is no 
reason to think that the recitals contained in Exhibits P-2 and P-3 as to the deli- 
very of possession are false recitals. There is documentary evidence to show 
plaintiff paid the ''Nazul" for the properties purchased by’ him under 
Ewimts P-2 and P-3 after his purchase. It is true that those documents do 
no-, scew bow much ‘‘Nazul'* was paid in. respect of the suit property but the 
s^oad defendant has produced no documents to show that be had' paid any 
iNozuI in respect of the suit propeny. ExhJb'rt P-4 is a stamped revenue 
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receipt on a printed form executed in favour of the pl aintiff b}' the jMaqtadar 
on 16th August 1939 for Rs. 331-14-4, It reiatte tc the lands which 
belonged to Jamsheer Khan and situate at Nara 3 'anguda. Eridently that recital 
refers to the lands covered bj' Exhibits P-2 and P-3. It recites that a sum cf 
Rs. 331-14-4 w’as receh'ed from the plaintiff as ‘NazuF for the period from 
15th Aban 1338 fasli to the end of the Aban 1346 fasli at the rate of Rs. 41-4-5 
per j’ear. The sale under Exhibits P-2 and P-3 was made in 1930. E\i- 
dently the “Nazul’ in respect of those properties w'as in arrears till 1939. The 
‘Nazul’ due under Exhibits P-2 and P-3 comes to Rs. 41 and odd per ysat as seen 
from Exhibit P- 6 . 

Exhibit P-5 is a letter dated 11th December, 1937 receh^ed by the plaintiff 
from Mr. I. D. M. Dean (P.W.-2), First Divisional Engineer, H}'derabad Gij'. 
It relates to the construction of a road from Musheerabad to Bashir Bash. It 
states that under the Ferman dated 29th Shaban 56 Hijri, H.EJL. Ihe Nizam 
was pleased to accord sanction to the acquisition of 20 per cent, of the land with- 
out any compensation for the construction of road, from the owners of the land 
and that for the excess land required, compensation will be paid. That letter 
further mentions that total area of the land belonging to the plaintiff was 7815 
sq. 3 ’ards out of which 2112 sq. jards were required for the construction of the 
road. Out of that 1563 sq. jards being the 20 per cent, of the entire area was 
to be tahen without an 3 ' compensation and the value of the remaining 549 sq. 
yards wiU be paid to the plaintiff. That letter further informed the plaintiff that 
the value of the additional area which might finally be determined after the 
marking may be obtained from the department. It is established that road from 
Musheerabad to Bashir Bagh wms laid not only across the plot cohered under 
Exhibit P-3 but also across the ate purchased under Exhibit P-2 in whidi the 
suit land is atuate. That was obrions because if the road did not touch any 
portion of Exhibit P- 2 , the entire area of the land belonging to plaintiff would 
have been only 5114 sq. yards and not 7815 sq. 5^165 as mentioned in Exhib.’t 
P-5. It also establishes that the plaintiff was re^gnised by the Gty frnpro'.e- 
ment Board as the person entitled to compensation in respect of that land. 
Evidence further discloses that the plaintiff was paid compensation in respect 
of the land taken from him in excess of 20 per cent, referred to earlier. Tbe 
oral evidence adduced in the case coupled with Exhibits P-2. P-4 and P-5_ satis- 
factorily establishes the fact that the plaintiff was in possession of the suit pro- 
pertx' till about 1945. 

In addition to the evidence referred to earlier, the High Court has also relied 
on two other documents namety Exhibits D-8 and D-9, but those dooimente 
were produced as additional evidence in the High Court. The-r connection vwtu 
the suit propert 5 ' is not satisfactorilv' establish^. Therefore we have exclude^ 
them from consideration. If we bear in mind the fact that the question for deci- 
sion is whether the plaintiff or the 2nd defendant was in possession cf tne sou 
propert 3 ' between the 3^3113 1932 to 1945. there is hardfr anv- doubt that tne 
preponderance of evidence is in favour of the plaintifTs case. s<xn carli^. tn- 
defendants have not produced anv' reliable evidence to support their c^- Hence 
wc agree with the High Court that the plaintiff has succeeded in (stabiishing that 
he was in possession of the suit prop>ert 3 ' prior to 1945. 

It was next contended on behalf of the appellant that in a suit for possesston 
brought on the basis of title; the plaintiff cannot succeed unless he proves hts 
title to the suit propertv’ as well as its possession within 12 v'ears. Accondtnc 
to Ihe appellant except in a suit under section 9 of the Specific Relief Act, the 
plaintiffs for succeeding in the suit, has to prove both existing title to the suit 
propert 5 ’ and its possession within 12 3 -cars. Wc arc unable to ao^t this wu- 
lention as correct. In our opinion the possession of the plaintiff prior to 1945 is 
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a good title against all but the true owner. The defendants who are mere tres- 
passers cannot defeat the plaintiff’s lawful possession by ousting him from the 
suit property. Possessory title is a good title as against everybody other than the 
lawful owner. In [snuitl Ariff v Afiihontcd Chouse^, the Judicial Committee 
came to the conclusion that a person having possessor}' title can get a_ declara- 
tion that he was the owner of the land in suit and ari injunction restraining the 
defendant from interfering with his possession. Tliere in it was observed that the 
possession of the plaintiff was a sufficient evidence of title as owner against the 
defendant. 

In Ncirayana Row v. Dliarntachar,- Bench of the Madras High Court consist- 
ing of Bashyam Ayyangar and Moore, JJ., held that possession is, under tlie 
Inffian, as under the English law, good title against all but the true ownCT. Src- 
tion 9 of the Specific Relief Act, is in no way inconsistent with the position mat 
as against a wrongdoer, prior possession of the plaintiff, in an action of ejretion. 
is sufficient title, even if the suit be brought more than six montlis after tlie act 
of dispossession complained of and that the wrongdoer cannot succ^sfully 
resist tlie suit by showing that the title and right to po^ession are in a third per- 
son. The same view was taken by the Bombay High Court in^ Rnshnn 
Yashvant and others v. Vasudeva Apaji Ghaotikar deceased by Irs^. That as 
also the view taken by the Allahabad High Court-see Umrao Snigh v. 

Das and others^ ; Wall Ahmad Khan and others v. ^iidhia kmdn ; in Stt^ctn 
Gopal Bosew Province of Bihar and others'^ the Patna Hig u 
the view taken by the Madras. Bombay and Allahabad High Courts, itie con- 
trary view taken by the Calcutta High Court in Deb Churn 
Chunder Manjec- ; Ertaza E-osscin and another y. Bony Mistr) 

Chowdhry and others w Brija Lall Chowdhry^ and hw correctlv 

V. Kanchiram BaganD^ in our opinion does not lay down the law correcUy. 

In the result this appeal fails and the same is_ dismissed with costs. We^ 

no reason to accept any additional evidence in this Court. Hence C.M.B. JN . 

3588 of 1968 is dismissed; but no costs. , .. . j 

p g JJ Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Gb'il Appellate Jiu-isdiction.) 

Preset :-K.S. Hegde .nnd A.N. Ray, jj. 

Budhan Singh (dead) by his legal repre.entative3 and anotliei- . . Appellan.s 

Respondents. 


XT , . . ■ itesponaeim. 

Nabi Bux and another . . n 

U.P. Zninlndari Aholitian and Land Reforms Act (/ of 1950), sections 6 and 
Scope of — Meaning of the word “ held in section . 

Legislation — Object of— Construction of. . j 

Practice and Procedure — One Bench of a High Court be followed 

rendered by another co-ordinate bench of the same High Court-Procedure to bejollowea. 

Words and Phrases — ‘ Held’ meaning of , r 

T-i , • I- , T- „rTi,o FcMtec and the deemed settlements of some 

Though m fact the vcitmg of the Estates mia ^ 

rights m respect of certain classes of lands or b different transac- 

took place simultaneously in la^^• tlic re-o must be treated as dittcrcnt transac 
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tions; first there was a vesting of the EsUUs in the State absolutely and free 
of al _ encumbrances. Then followed the deemed settlement by the state of 
same rights with the persons mentioned in sections 6 and 9. Therefore in law it 
would not be correct to say that whatvestedin the State are only those interests 
Hot coming within sections 6 and 9. In view of section 9 all buildings s mate 
within tne limits of the Estate held by an intermediary ortenant or other person, 
whether residing in the village or not continues to be held by him and the site of 
the buildings within the area appurtenant thereto should be deemed to have been 
settled with him by the State Government on such terms ? nd conditions as may be 
prescribed. 

It is proper to assume that the law-makers who are representatives of the 
people enact laws whicn the society considers as honest, fair and equitable. The 
object of the very legislation is to advance public welfare. The entire cgislative 
process is nfluenced by consideration, of Justice and reason. Justice and reason 
constitute tne great general legislative intent in every piece of legislation conse- 
quently where the suggested construction operat s harshly, ridiculously or in 
any other manner, contrary to ' prevailing conceptions of justice and reason 
in most instance, it would seem tliat the apparent or suggested meaning of the 
statute, was not the one intended by the law-m kers. In the absence of some 
other indication that the harsh or ridiculous effect was acmally intended by the 
Legislature there is little reason to believe that it represents the legislative intent. 

It is not possible to believe that theLegislature intended to ignore the rights of 
persons having legal title to possession and wanted ti> make gift of any building 
to a trespasser howsoever recent the trespasser might have been if only be 
happened to be in physical possession of the building on the date of vesting. 

It is true that the Legislature could have used the word “lawfully held” in 
place of the word ‘'held” in section 9but one of dictionary meaning given to the 
word “held ” is “ lawfully held”. The word "held ” is technically understood 
to mean to possess by legal title. TJiereforc by interpreting the word “held ” 
as “ lawfully held ” the Court is not adding any word to tlic section. It is 
merely spelling out the meaning of that .word. It is proper to construe the word 
“held” in section 9 when used in relation to the words “other person” as 
meaning “ lawfully held” by that person. That interpretation flows from the 
context in which the word is used. 

Held, The scheme of the Act is to abolish all r-states and vest the concerned pro- 
perty in the State but at the same time certain rights were conferred on pcr.sons 
in possession of lands or building. It is reasonable to think that the persons who 
were within the contemplation of tlie Act .arc tho'c who were in possession of 
lands or buildings on tlie basis ofsome legal title. The word “ held ” in section 9 
means “ lawfully held.” 

(On fads held, the osvners of the old buildings continue to be the owners of the 
new building). 

It is unfortunate that the latter Division Bench should h.avc thought it proper 
■ to sit in judgment over the correctness of a decision render, d by .a Bench of a 
co-ordinate jurisdiction. Judicial Propriety requites tliat if a Bench of a High 
Court is tinablc to agree with the decision alrc<acly rendered by anotltcr co-ordi- 
nate bench of the same High Court, the question sliould be rcfc^^rcd to ,a Larger 
bench otherwise the decisions of High Courts will not only rc-pcct in tiic 

eyes of the public, it will .also make the t vk of the subordimatc Courts diflicult. 

Appeal from the Judgment .and Decree d.atcd the 24th M.ay, 1961 of the 
All.ahabad High Court in Second Appeal No. 1302 of 1952. 

B.C. Misra, Senior Advocate, (<7. S. Challerjee .and hf.M . Jxshalrija, Advocates, 
of Mis. Kshalriya and Challerjee, with him), for Appellants. 

J.P. Goyal and G.N. Wanloo, Adv^ocates, for Respondents. 
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The judgment ot' the Court wtis delreereti bj 

7 Toe scooe of section 9 of the UJ. Aamindiud Abolition und L^d 

RefonnTA«! 1950 (U.P. Act I of 1951) (to be hei-ehiuTter refetTcd to us the Act) 
comes up for decision hr this appenl by certincnte. 

Tne facts relevimt for deciding thb appeal are no moi^ m dispute. The r^- 
Doudent^ were R^x^ts imder tne appelLmts in \ullage Aagh Abdima, a handet of 
vilLicr MicMira. The site of the building m dispute m this appeal had been toAen 
bv thefimer of the i-espondents from tin- appelLmts' aiicestors 
thereafter the respondents put up some biuldmgs on tiuat «te for 
purpo^e^. During tiie communol disturbances m 19^/ the> left the \-xU..ge tern 
prS?;s a meafure of safetv mid took shelter with some of then rela ions m some 
other tdUage at a distant pla^. They came bacK to their m tiro year^^^^^^^^^ 

idien tiis conditions improved. At that time the\ L ^ budd- 

ing tnat site aftei^ puttiu*s up a cowshed on the site m 

in^s stood. Those r-esidentiod buildings had been demolishtrf ^ 

don included as a part of the house of die appellants. ^ As ^ ^ po^ession 

ddivei' possession of tne suit property, the respondents instituted a suit tor po.^unon 

of the same on 9tii janum-y, 1951. , ~ , . • > ^ 

OnOdth T-^num-v 1 951. the Act came into foive. Secdon -s of the Act provided 
r > " ' e 4.1 ‘ 111 the State It prescribes that as soon as maN he 

Dr tiie a-eumg of tiro Rotates m d e S m ^ may, by notiHcation, 

mte: tne commpcemeiit of the Act tue .r Urt: 



t-est in the State and as from '‘pvided in the Act. in the State 

s^llsmnd ^sfenx^ ^^S'^'s*Suo?rof the ActSiiuncmtes the consequciices of 
^from allencnmbrmict^. ^ bt^uon b oi tn^^^ ^ buildmgs m the 

the tajituig of an Estate m tae State, o n.^t all Estates nodded imder 

edeii. RaCding secdons 4, 6 mid 9 togedier, qu ndrm proprietors 

section 4 vest hi tlie State free from ail mici ^ those Estates. -A.s proprietors 
or tenure holders of those Estates lose ^ , pJ ^^^m whatsoever. But in 

or tenure holders they retaiii no mtert^t m ^P^J. “ ,;ction 9, tiro State 

respect of the Imids or buildms_s enumcni :h t?. Though hi fact the a-cstiiig 
setded on die persons wiio ^le oFsom^rMits in lespect of certain classes 

of the Estates mid the deemed p^^^ shnulnmeousiy, in law the 

of lands or buildmgs mcluued m tne Rta ^ ^ * P ^ vesting of the Estates 

two must be treated as different R 'ppcs * Then follow'^ the deemed 

in the State absolutely mid five ^rons mentioned in sections 6 

setd^ent by die State of some i^ Up ^itcc? to sav diat what vest^ m tlic 


_ , :evmu premsions Act was issued on 

of the Act, In this case iiondcation ^ i ppPop 4 took pbee on that 

1st juK 1952. Hciicc the vestmg contemplatal imdc. scctioa 

. ' ' 1 wo *\re concentcd iit till? <xtsc. itxids 

Section 9 of the Act, tlic section ^^h 

t n ' • 

„ .ini'iTixt within ihclimits of mi estate, 

“.AUwvlls.tivesin crai', mid all bmhaav' ^ tcnaiit or other pasons, whcUicr 
bdonging to or held by an intennediary r ‘ or beheld by such intcr- 

resicu-ir; PI the village or not, shall contmiie ^ wells or tiro 

inedim-yor tenmt or pea-son, as die case m • deemed to be settled 

buildingj within die areai appurtcnmit tu - .p^d conditions as may be 

. nath h.ira bv the State Goa-emment on . 

Prescibed.’' ' 

d 1 S.CJ. 6T9 ; (196:1 : B.CJv. 441. 2.’ (DD) 1 S-C.J. 101. 
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In vie\v of that provision all buildings situate ■within the limits of an Estate 
field by an mtermediary or tenant or other person^ whether residing in the village 
-or not continues to be held by him and tlie site of the buildings within the area 
appurtenant thereto should be deemed to have been settled with him by the 
State Government on such terms and conditions as may be prescribed. 

^ seen earliCT till about 1947, the respondents were lawfully holding tlie 
Tjuildingj and the site with which ive are concerned in this case as Ryots. TJicy 
never gave up their possession of the buildings voluntarily. Tlie fact that they 
•vacated those buildings and toot shelter with their relations during the time of the 
communal disturbances cannot be considered as abandonment of the buildings. 
In law they continued to be in possession of the buildings. Hence the appellants’ 
entry into the suit site was an unlawful act. In the eye of law they were tres- 
passers. In demolishing the buildings put up by the r&pondents, they committed 
the offence of mi ^chief. The fact tha.t they had put up new structures cannot tmder 
the Transfer of Property Act, enhance their rights to the property. We have no 
material before us from which ave can find out the value of the buildings demolished 
by them and the value of the building put up by them imlawfully. From the 
description of the building; given in evidence, it appears that the neavly put up 
huilding is only cattle shed. We are not satisfied that the neaviy put up building is 
avorth more than the buildings that had been demolished by the appellants. In 
the circumstances of the case all that can be said is that the old buildings have been 
substituted by the neav building. Therefore the oavners of the old bu Idings con- 
tinue to be the oavners of the neav building. In that view of the matter it is not 
necessary to consider avhetherifa stranger builds a buildingon the land of another, 
the true oamer of the land is entitled to recover the land avith the building on it. 
Equitable considerations persuade us to hold that avhen the respondents came 
back to theirvillagein 1949, they avere entitled to recover not only the sire but also 
the building constructed on it by the appellants. Hence it should be held that on 
the date of vesting, the respondents avere the oavners of the building in question. 
In laav they avere holding the same. ^ 

The controversy between the parties in this appeal is as to the mining to be 
attached to the avord “held” in section 9 of the Act. Is the holding contem- 
plated therein '^raasdul holding” or a mere holding faavful or otherwise. It is 
contended on behalf of the appellants that the dictionar}' meaning of the avord 
“held” merely means “ to have a possession of” ; section 9 merely contemplates 
physicalpossessionandnothingmore jonthedate of the vestingtheyaverein physi- 
cal possession of the site as avell as the bmlding ; therefore the building must be 
deemed to have been settled avith them. On the other hand it is contended on 
hehalf of the respondents that the avord “held ” in section 9 of the Act means 
“ laavfully held ” and that section does not confer any benefit on a trespasser. 

.The meaning of the avord “held” in section 9 came up for consideration 
"before a Diadsion Bench of the Allahabad High Court consisting of Agaravala and 
Ghaturvedi, JJ., in Pheku Chamar and others v. Harish Chandra and others^. In that 
case the learned Judges held that the Legislature has deliberately used the avord 
■“held” and that avord cormotes the existence of a right or title in the holder. 
Th<^ further opined that section 9 docs not confer a right on the persons haaung 
no title to the land. The settlement contemplated by the section is confined in its 
application to the case avhcrc the building is lawfully held by the person in posscs- 
sion. The learned Judges also observed that in enacting section 9, tl'.cLcgislaturc 
never meant to diqirivc the citizens of their laavful rights over the lands m^crcly 
"because a trespasser has succeeded in maldng some construction on it. Section 9 
does not mean that if a person has made some construction avliatsocv'cr over any Lmd 
lying avithin the limits of an Estate, hoavcver asTongfiil or recent the possession 
might be, that construction must be deemed to have been settled avith him by the 
State Government. The meaning of the as'ord “held” in section 9 again came 
-up before a-iatner Division Bench of the Allahabad High Court consisting of Dcs.aj 


1. A.I.R. m3 AtK 406. 



897 


l] BUDHAN SINGH T. NABI BUX {Hegde, J.). 

and Takru, JJ. in Bharat and another v. Ch. Kha^an Singh and another^. The learned 
Judges declined to follow the decision in Phehu Chamar's case-. They came to the 
conclusion that the Legislature used ^^^'ide language in section 9 and it covers the 
case of building- belon^ng to persons who constructed them lawfully or unlawfully. 
It is unfortunate that the latter Division Bench should have thought it proper to sit 
in judgment over the correctness of a decision rendered by a Bench of co-ordinate 
jurisdiction. Judicial propriety requires that if a bench of a High Court is unable 
to agree with the decision already rendered by another co-ordinate bench of the 
same High Court, the question should be referred to a larger bench. Otherwise 
the decisions of High Courts will not only lose respect in the eyes of the public, 
it will also make the task of the subordinate Courts difficult. 

The que>tion of law referred to hereinbefore ag’.in arose for decision in this 
case. When this case came up in the second appeal before Sahai, J., he referred 
it to a Full Bench in view of the conffict of opinion noticed earlier. The Full 
Bench a\-as predded over by Desai, C.J., avho was a party to the decision in Bharat's 
case'^. The other members of the bench avere Mukerji and Dwivedi, JJ. Mukerji 
and Davivedi. JJ. agreed anththe vieaa-taken in Pheku Chamar s case- . Desai, C.J., 
in his dissenting judgment did not deal aadth the meaning of the word “held ” in 
section 9 but on the other hand opined that the suit should have been dismissed 
because of the fact that the buildings put up by the re,pondents arere not there on 
the date of vesting and hence the respondents as'Cre not entitled to the benefit of 
section 9. 

Before considering the meaning of the aa-ord “ held ’’ in section 9, it is neces- 
sary to mention that it is proper to assume that the laav makers avho are the represen- 
tatia'es of the people enact laavs avhich the society considers as honest, fair and eqiut- 
able. The object of cvera* legi slation is to advance public avclfare. In other avords 
as obsera’cd by Craaa-ford in his book on statutoiy* constructions that the entire 
legislative process is influenced by considerations of justice and reason. Justice 
and reason constitute the great general Icgislativeintent in every piece of legislation. 
Consequently avhere tiie suggested construction operates harshly, ridiculously or 
in any other manner contrary to preamling conceptions of justice and reason, in 
most instance, it avould seem that the apparent or suggested meaning of the statute, 
aa-as not the one intended by the laav-makers. In the absence of some other indica- 
tion that the harsh or ridiculous effect avas actually intended by the Legislature 
there is little reason to bcliea’-e that it rcpre,cnts the legislatia-e intent. 

\Ve are unable to persuade ourscla-cs to bcliea^c that the l(^slature intended to 
ignore the rights of persons haa’-ing legal title to possession and avanted to make a 
gift of .any bmlding to a tre .passer howsoever recent the trespasser might have been 
ifonly he happened to bcin physical possession of the building on thedate ofvesting. 
We arc .also tmablc to discern any legislative polica-in support of thatconstniction. 
It as-as ui^ed bcforcus by the learned Counsel for the appellants that the Lcgislatm-c 
with a a-iew to put a stop to any controversy as to any rights in or over any building 
directed that avhocvcr as-a- in physical possession ofa building on the date* ofvesting 
sh.all be deemed to be the jcttlcc of that building. He further urged that it avould 
have been a hard and laborious t.ask for the State to investigate into disputed ques- 
tions relating to title or possession before making the settlement contemplatt^ by 
section 9 and therefore thcL^slaturc cut the Gordian Knot by conferring title on 
the person avho avas in possession of the building. Wescc no merit in this argument 
Tlic settlement contemplated by section 9 is a deemed settlement. That settlement 
took place immediately the a-csting took place. No inquiry ams contemplated be- 
fore tliat settlement. If there is any dispute as to avho is tiic scttlcc, the same has 
to be decided by the cia-il Courts. The State is not concerned avith the same 
Section 9 merely settle, the building on the person avho ams holding it on the date of 
a'Citing. 
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It is true that according to tlie dictionary meaning the ord “ iield ” can mean 
either a lawful holding or even a holding mthout any semblance of a right such as 
holding by a trespasser. But the l eal question is as to tvhat is the legislative in- 
tent ? Did the Legislature intend to settle the concerned buildings ith a person who 
was lawfully holding or with any person holding lasvfully or otherwise? Mr. Misra 
contended that there i^ no justification for us to read into the section the word “ law- 
fully’ ’ be'^ore the word ‘ ‘ held ’ ’. According to him^ is the Legislatui c intended that 
the holding should be a lawful one^ itwould have said la\\'fully held ”. He wanted 
us to interpret the section as it stands. 

It is time that the Legislature could have u-cd the word “lawfully held ” in 
place of the word “held ”in section 9 but as mentioned earlier one of the dictionary 
meaning giyen to the svord “held” is “ lasvfully held”. In IVebster’s New 
Twentieth Century Dictionar)' (Second Edition), it is stated that in legal parlance 
the -word “held” means to possess by “legal title”. In other words the word 
“held” is technically understood to mean to possess by legal title. Therefoie by 
interpreting the word “ held ” as “lawfully held ”, we are not adding any word 
to the section. We are merely spelling' out the meaning of tliat svord. It may 

further be seen that the section speaks of all buildings witli'n the limits of an 

Estate, belonging to or held by an intermediary or tenant or other person . . ” The 
word “belonging” undoubtedly refers to legal title. The. \s-ords “held by an 
intermediary ” also refer to a possession bylegal title. The irords “ held by tenant” 
also refer to holding by legal title. In the sequence mentioned above it is proper to 
construe the word “held ”in section 9 when used in relation to the svords “ other 
person ” as meaning “laavfully held ” by that person. That interpretation flows 
from the context in w'hich the w’ord “held ” has been used. We have earlier men- 
tioned that the said interpretation accords with justice. 

The cxprc.sion “ held ” has been used in the Act in various other sections — ste 
section 5 2 (l)>(c), 13, 17, 18,21, 144, 204, 240-A, 298, 304 and 314 to connote pos- 
session by legal title. Mr. Misra, learned Counsel for the appellants docs not deny 
that the exoreision “ held ” in those sections means licld lawfully. But according 
to him that is because of the context in which the word is used. Mr. Misra is right 
in saying so but he overlooks tlic contextin which thn t e.’cprcjsion i s u'cd in section 9. 
^Vc have already made reference to that context. He failed to point out to us any 
scctionintheAct,lewingasidcscction 91brthetimebcingwhercthc word “held ” 
has been used as meaning mere holding, lawful or othenvisc. In IC. K. Handigtie v. 
The Member, Board of AgricjiUural Income-'ax, Assam^ this Court w-as called upon to 
consider the meaning of the word “holds” in sections 12 and 13 of the Assam 
Agricultural Income-tax Act. Subba Rao, J., (as he then was) speaking for the 
Court observed that the axpre,sion “ holds ” includes a twofold idea of the actual 
possession ofa thing and also ofbeing invested with a Icg.al title though sometime.' 
it is used only to mem actual possession. After raiding sections 12 and 13 
together he observed that the word “holds” in thCjC .sections mc,m holding 
bylegaltitle. In Eramma v. Verrupanna and others-, th's Court considered the 
meaning of thc word “possessed” in s-'ction 14 (I) of the Hindu Succession 
Act which laid down that “ any property possessed by a female Hindu whether 
acquired befoie or after the commencement of tiiis Act shall lie lu Id by her as full 
oiv'ner there of and not as a limited owner ”. It held that tlic property pos'cucd by a 
female avidow, as contemplated in the section, is clearly a pioperty to which she ha' 
acquired some kind of title whether before or after the cojnmcnccmcnt of the .Act. 

It is true that in arriving at that conclusion the Court took into consideration the 
language ofthc provision as a whole and also the uxplanation to the section. The 
scheme oi the Act is to abolish all Est.atas and vc>r the concerned propertyin the State 
but at the same time certain rigiits wcic confericd on persons in pos<ession of himh 
orbit- ding. It is rcasoinblc to think that the persons whowcicwitl. in thccontmi- 
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p!ation of the Act are those who werein possession of lands or buildings on the basis 
of some legal title. Bearing in mind the purpose with ^\•hich the legislation ^\■as 
enacted, the scheme of the Act and the language used in section 9 , t we are of 
opinion tliat the teord ‘held’ in sect'on 9 means ‘lawfu'ly held’. In other svords we 
accept the correctness of theh-iew taken by Mukeiji andilh\-ivcdi. JJ. For the reasons 
alreadv mentioned we are unable to agree rs-ith Desai, C.J., that the fact that the 
appellamts had demolished the buildings put up by the respondents and put up some 
othW building in their placehad conferred any rights on them under section 9. 

In the re.uitthe appeilis di 'missed urth costs. 

S_V.J. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPRE-\££ COURT OF INDIA. 

(Criminal .Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Sikri, G. K.Mitter and P. Jaganmohan Reddy. JJ. 

Ram Daswl • • Appellant* 

r. 

Municipal Corporation of Delhi and another . . Respondents. 

PrevenSic 7 : 0 [Food Addleration Act {XXXVII of 19^) , section 7 read isith section 16, ralej 26 
cr.d28 end subsection (2) of section 13 — Criminal Procedure Code (Fo/I898}' section 
257 end 510 (2) — Public Analyst report — Right of acatsed of section 257, Criminal 
Procedure Code, to require the Public Analyst to be produced — Duty of Court. ' 

While it cannot be disputed that there are certain classes of cases where certifi- 
cate have been treated as con;lusivc c\-idence, there were set others .though 
admissible sdthout calling the functionaries that gave them were nonetheless only 
'prirr.afcae trrideace. In cases where the certificates arc not to be treated as con- 
clusivc evidence and thc\- arc only prime facie evidence, the party against svhom 
thev arc produced has a right to challenge the subject-matter of the certificate. 
Tlic stamtci have also in some ca-^cs recognised this right, such as for 'instance 
in sub-section (2) ofscction 510 of the Criminal Procedure Code in respect of re- 
ports ^ven under the hand of several experts named m sub-:ection ( 1 ) hortsith- 
standing the fact that thc\- may be used in c\-idcnce in mquir>-, trial or other 
proceedings under the Code. 

^V^lere certificates are not made final and conclusive etudence of two factsstated 
therein, it tdllbc open to the parts- against whom certificates which are declared 
to be srifncient evidence either to rebut the facts stated therein by his osvn or other 
evidence or to require the expert to be produced for cross-examination which pra- 
verthe Court is bound to consider on merits in granting or rejecting it. Thereis 
no prciumption that the contents arc true or correct though such a certificate is 
c%-idcnce without formal proof. In any case where there is evidence to the con- 
trary the Court is botmd to consider that evidence along ts-ith such a certificate 
sdtli or %\ithout the evidence of the expert who gave it being called and come to 
its osvn conclusion. It is true that sub-section ( 2 ) ofscction 13 oftheActhas given 
a right both to the accti^cd as well as the complainant on pa%-mcnt of the prescrib- 
ed fee to apply to the Court after the prosecution has bem instimted to send part 
of the sample pre^ivcd as requir^ under sub-clause ( 1 ) or sub-clause {Hi) of 
claU'C (c) of sub-section (1) ofscction II to the Director of the central I.nboratory 
for a certificate, and the Cknirt is bound to send i t under its seal to the said Director 
sviio has to submit a report svititin one month from the date of the receipt. This 
certificate und'-r sub-;ccrion (3) su^rsedes the Public .Analysts’ certificate and is 
conclusive and fin iI under sub-section (5). But nothing contained in these sub- 
sections relating to certificateofthe DircctorofthcCentralFoodLaboratoryinanv 
t\-iy limits the right of the accused ofscction 257 of the Criminal Procedure Code 
to require the Public .Analyst to be produced. The Court may reject the praver 
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for ffoodand sufficient reasons such asfor instance whereit is made for the purpose 
of vexation or delay or for defeating the ends of justice. 

Ht'd on facts, the application as-as made more to delay the disposal of the ease. 
Appeal from the Judgment and Order dat^ the 6th November, 1967 of tl.e 
Delhi Mgh Court in Criminal Revision No. 189 of 1967. 

Hardev Singh, Advocate, for Appellant. ' . , , . , r 

Bishan Karain, Senior Advocate, (5. P. Maheshwari, Advocate, with him), for 

Respondent No. 1. ' ' . , , • ^ r„.. 

Dr. L. M. Singhvi, Senior Advocate, (R..Y. Sacklhej, Advocate, with him), for 

Respondent No. 2. 

Tlie Judgment ofthc Court was delivered by 

, 7 Tnis anneal bv certificate granted by the Delhi High 

T ^pp^^ Constitution is against its judgment whicli 
Court under AHic ® ^ of the accused of an offence under section 9 ol the Pres'en- 
confirmed t^^e c . f hereinafter referred to as the Act) and against 

d„„ ofFood th.> ono till the rising of tl.c 

.he is Saimn^ prescribed under the Ac, together 

ifanlt to undetgo sin 

Th=appells,.ti.3s,veenn».sd^ 

Shri B. S Sethi, Rod tepoc“r appellants,,, scllingcoloured laddus. 

SoftheActsdsitedhisshop an ow of these laddus by %\ay ofa sample by 

The Food Ingiector purchased^ subKiivided into three 
paying him Rs. 9 “^^jeparatc bottles as required under section 11 of the Act. 
parts and was put ^i^sed another sms sent to the Public Analyst and the 

One bottle was J^[n,pector. The sample sent to the Public .-Vnalyst 

third was rctein^b>th d^^^_P^^^^^^^^.^^^ 10 h September, 1965, to the 
was 7,.rcrc adulterated with unpermitted colour, llicreupon a 

effect that accused and he was consdeted by the magistrate on 

complaint was , ,entcnccd to imprisonment till the rising of the Court .and 

17th in default to imdcrgo si.x month’s R. I. It would .app»r 

to pay a fee ofRs- ‘"fon filed before The Sessions Judge a rwision for the 

that the Municipal the accused having been found guilty' imder 

enhancement ^d with section 16 of the Act should have been awarded 

the provisions ofscction 7 read. ^ ^ l 000 but instead he was 

the minimum of thrCourtand a fee of Rs. 1,000 which 

sentenced to imprisoiOT jnandatory provisions ofscction 16 of tlic Act. 

^.as not in Xr iSring tfe the contention of the Mumci- 

The Sessions Judgc,after hear P .^ recommending that the accused 

paliD* and under the provisions ofscction 16 of the Act should have 

•Lving months and a fee of Rs. 1,000. Brfore 

been as«^od f!?.‘^™^tentionssvcrc raised on bchalfofthc accused one of winch 

the Htgb Cour^lgm^^^^ Public .Analyst for.cross-cx^mation fed 

ss-as that had been pri^udiced, as such the entire proceedings nS^nst 

not been hSh Court hosvcver rejected this contention on the ground 

lumwcrc\nP< ^^Th^ of Criminal Procedure had no application »» that U 

only- de lU Mth Gh<^tc^ Exunin^ XXSSufaXhSi ffie acemt^T dt^ired 
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Analyst which wp.'= summ'irily rt^cctcd on 28th August 1966. This contention urged 
before us has to be determined in thclightofthcrclcvantpro\'ision5 of the Act. 

It cannot be disputed that any person selling food svith impermissible colouring 
matter contravene; the proadsions of section 7 svhich prohibits the selling of any 
adulterated food and would be punishable under section 16 of the Act. IVha-t is 
adulterated article offood has been deftned in section 2 fi) and so far as it is related 
to colouring sub-clau'C {J) of clause (i) of section 2 provides that an article offood 
shall be deemed to be adulterated “if any colouring matter other than that pr«- 
cribed in respect thereof and in amounts not svithin the prescribed limits of varia- 
bilits' is present in the article ’ Rules 23 and 2 7 of the Prevention of Food Adul- 
teration Rule;, 1955 prohibit the addition of any colouring matter except pcnmttcd 
by the Rules, and of inorganic colouring matters and pigments to any article of 
food. llThat is permitted and to ss'hat extent has been stated in rules 24 to 26 and 
28 to 3 1, but in so far as this case is concerned we may merely refer to rules 26 and 
28 theformer of which gives a list of natural colouring matters that can be u'cd and 
the latter tsdth coal tar dyes. IVe are told that the laddus which were being sold 
by the accused had yellow colour. Ifso.itcm 2 of rule 28 prescribes that the only 
permitted colours are Tartrazine ivith colour index 640 belonging to Chemical cIp.ss 
of Xanthene and Simsct Yellow FCF belonging to the chemical cla.ss Azo, and these 
alone can be used. It will therefore be inctunbent on the Public Analyst to say 
whether the colour used is that which is permissible under any of the rules and if as 
in the report he has stated that the sample of the Laddus purchased by the Food 
Inspector uns coloured isdth unpermitted colourj it would mean that the accos<d 
has not used anv of the colours permitted under the rules. The report of the Public 
Analyst is as folloivs : — 

“ But\*ro Rcfractomctcr reading at 40* C of the fact extracted from sivects — 
30-0 Baudouin test of the extracted fact — -Positive Reichert value of the extracted 
Ihct — 7.39 Colour — unpermitted. 

Ill the same is adulterated due to 7 .0 excess in Butyro Refractometer reading 
at 40“ C of the fact extracted from sweets, 20 .41 deEciencs' in Reichert value of 
the extracted fact Baudouin test of extracted fact being positive, and also colour- 
ed with unpermitted colour. ” 

The learned Advocate or the accused submit.* that the refusal of the Court to 
grant the application of the accu'cd to call the Public Analyst Shri Sudhama Rao 
for cross-examination has greatly prt^diced him, as such the conadetion ought t« 
be quashed. It is contended that the accused has a valuable right of cross-examina- 
tion to test the contents of the report given by the Public Analyst and the Court has 
to summon him if so desired. On the other hand it is contended both by Shri 
Bishan Xarain or the Delhi Miuiicip-aliu* a.s well as Dr. Singhvi or the Union of 
India that no such right has been conferr^ under the Act when the provisions of 
section 13 (5) have not only made the document signed by the Public Analyst to 
be used in evidence of the facts stated thcrein'in any procc^ing-; under the Act or 
under section 272 to 276 ofthc Indian Penal Code butha.s given a right to the ac- 
cused to have the sample sent to the Director of the Central Pood Laboratories un- 
dersection 13 (2) vrhojc reportsupersede; tliat ofthe Public Analyst and is final and 
concluuvc- In view of the e proa-idons it is said that theL^sIature inferentially 
took aa\-ay the right ofthc acared to summon the Public Analyst either for examina- 
tion or cro;$-cxamination. as such the analogs* of section 510 (2) of the Criminal 
Procedure Code which specifically gives a right to summon and examine the chemi- 
cal cx amincr and other experts therein stat^, as to the subject matter of their res- 
pective reports ha- no re!c\*ance. Dr. Singhvi further contends that there are a class 
of case; which permit oftrials by cc.-dficatcs where the general rule of csddence that 
ca'cra* document in order to be admissible has to be proved by the person signing it 
has no application as tlie statute permits it to be proved without calling the author 
of it. \VhiIc it cannot be dUput^ that there arc certain classes of cases where certi- 
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ficatcs have been heated as conclusive evidence, tliere •were yet otliei i though ad- 
missible svdthout calling the functiomrie; that gave them stcre nonethelc^t only 
pnma facie evidence. In cases where the certificates are not to be treated as conclu- 
sive etddence and they are only facie evidence, the part)' against ss'hom thes' 
are produced has a right to challenge the subject matter of the certificate. Tlie 
statutes have also in some cases recognised this right, such as for instance in suh-'ce- 
tion (2) of section 510 Criminal Procedure Code in re.pect of reports given under 
the hand of several experts named in sub-section (1) notwithstanding the fact that 
they may be used in evidence in enquiia-, trial or other proceedings under the Code. 
Sub-section (2) provides : “The Court may ifitthinhs fit, and shall, on the appli- 
cation of the prosecution or the accused, summon and examine any such person as 
to the subject matter of the report”. Similarly sub-section (I) of section 1 10 of the 
English Food and Drugs Act 1955 while proanding that the production by one of 
the parties of the certificate ofa Public Analyst in the form pre.cribed in section 92 
(5) or ofa document supplied to him by the other party as being a copy of such 
certificate shall be sufficient evidence of the facts stated therein unless in the first 
mentioned ca'-ethe other party requires that the analyst shall be called as a witness. 
Sub-section (2) of section 110 also gives a like opportunityin the case ofa certificate 
of an officer who took a sample ofthe miUc- It appears to us that where certificates 
are not made final and conclusive etddence ofthe facts stated th erein, it wi 11 be open 
to the part\' against whom certificates which are declared to be sufficient evidence 
either to rebut the facts stated therein by his own or other evidence or to require the 
expert to be produced for cross-examination which prayer the Court is bound to 
consider on merits in granting or rejecting it. There i s no premmption that the 
contents are true or correct though such a certificate is etddencc without formal 
proof. In any case where there is ettdence to the contract the Court is bound to 
consider that evidence along with such a certificate srith or without the evidence of 
the expert who gave it being called and come to its own condu-ion. It is true that 
sub-section (2) of section 13 of the Act has given a right both to the acai'cd as veil 
as the complainant on pa)Tnent ofthe prescribed fee to apply to tlie Court after the 
prosecution has been in-tituted to send part of tlie sample pre>cn'ed as required un- 
der sub-clause (I) or sub-clause (iii) of clause (c) of sub-section [I) of section 11 to 
the Director of the Central Laborators' for a certificate, and tJic Court is bound to 
send it under its seal to thesaid Director whohas to submit a report irhin one month 
from the date ofthe receipt. This certificate under sub-section (3) supersede^ the 
Public Analyst’s certificate and is con'-luuvc and final under sub-section (5). 
But nothing contained in these sub-sections relating to certificate of the Director of 
the Central Food Laboratorv in any way limits the rig’ut of the accu-ed under sec- 
tions 257 ofthe Code of Criminal Procedure to require the Public Analyst to be 
pr^uced. The Court may, as ss-e said earlier, reject the prayer for good and sufii- 
cient reasons such as for instance wlierc it is made for the purpose of vexation or 
delay or for defeating the ends of Justice. 

InAIangaldasRagkavjiv. StaU^, this Court held thatwhere rheaccu cd had not 
done anything to call the Public Analyst the Court could legally act on the re- 
port of the Public Anal vs t. Mudholkar, J., speaking for the Court ob erved at page 
900. 

“ It is true that the certificate ofthe Public Anahit i' not made conclusive but 
this only means that the Court offact is free to act 0 )i the certificate or not as it 
tliinks fit.” 

Again at page 902 it vns said : 

“As rt^ardsthc failure to examine the Public Anahst as a witnc>s in tlic care 
- no blame can be laid on the prosecution. Tltc report of thcPnblic .^\nalyst ssus 
there and if cither the Court dr the appellant wanted him to be examined ;b a 
wime;s appropriate steps would have been taken. The prorecution cannot fail 
solely on the ground that the Public Analyst had not been callctl in the rare. ” 


1. (1965) 2 S CR. 894 ; (1966) 2 S CJ. 87 : (1966) .M.LJ. (CrI.) 505. 



I] 


SUDHm. KliSLWl S.\HA V. COM?.nSSIO>ffiR OF POUCE, CALCXJTTA. 


903 


In Sukhrr.sl Guplaw Thi Corporation of the Assistant Public Analyst vho 

had analysed the sample %va.s examined and svas cross-examined by the defence. It 
v.-as contended that thcPublic Analysts'.-as not called. There docs notappear to have 
been any attempt to have him called, nor avas any prejudice shossm. On the other 
hand, the accused could have atniled of the tnluable right given to him under sec- 
tion 13 (2) but he did not do so, nor did he put any question in cross-examination 
that the tea tvas liable to deterioration and could not he analysed by the Director of 
Central Food Laboratory. In the e circumstance; the evidence of the Assist^t 
Public Analyst and the report of the Public Analyst svas accepted in maintaining 
the conviedon. 

In this ca^e tve w-oxild have remanded it to give the accused an opportunity to 
examine the Public Analyst but it appears to us that even before us no attempt was 
made as to why the evidence sras required and what is the specific point svhich nc^ 
to be elucidated. The accused knows what colour he added, he could have easily 
said that that colour was one of the permitted colours, but he did not say so in his 
examination tmder section 342 nor did he produce any evidence of those 'whom he 
employed as to the colour svhich was added. In our \'iens', the application was 
made more to delay the disposal of the case othertsdse he could have easily made an 
application under section 13 (c) as soon as a complaint was lodged against him on 
19th January, 1965, \vhich was within 31 months from the purchase of the sample 
and the receipt of the report. There is nothing to show that either the Laddus or 
the colour w'ould have deteriorated even if he had made his application imder sec- 
tion 13 (2) when he made the application imder section 510 (2) on 20th August, 
1966. 

In these circumstances, ts’e do not consider this to be a fit case for interference. 
The appeal is accordingly dismissed. 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREJvIE COURT OF INDIA. 

(Original Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J.C. Sh.ah and K.S. Hegde, JJ. 

Sudhir Kumar Saha ... Petitioner* 

r. 

The Commissioner of Police, Calcutta and another ... Respor.aents. 

Prezmiire Detention Act {IV of 1950), section 3 (2 ) — Poiier ef detention vnder the Act — An 

exceptional poicer — Detention for msintenene of “public order " — When justified — “ Lave 

and Order” distinguished from “public order.” 

The freedom of the individual is of utmost importance in any civilised society. 
It is a human right. Under our Constitution it is a guaranteed right. It can 
be deprived ofonly by due process of law. The power to detain is an exceptional 
power to be used under exceptional circumstances. It is wrong to consider then 
same, as the executive appears to have done the present case, that it is a con- 
venient substitute for the ordinary process of law. 

The three incidents mentioned in the grounds in the present case are stray 
incidents spread over a period of one year and four months. These incidents 
cannot be said to be inter-linked. They could not have prejudiced the maintenance 
of' public order ' nor can they be held to be subversive of ' public order.’ They 
were at best, prejudici.al to “ Law and Order”, being mere breaches of law. 

Disturbance of “public order” is to be distinguished from acts directed against 
individuals which do not disturb the societa* to the extent of causing a general dis- 
turbance of public tranquillitv*. It is the degree of disturbamcc and its effect upon 


1. Un.-eportcd. Cd. A. N'o. 1 61 of 1956 decided on 3rd .May, I96S. 

• Vr'P. No. 37S of 1969. ISih December, 1969 , 


r 



904 


THE SUPREME COURt JOURNAL (1970 

tLe life of the community in a locality which determines whether the disturbance 
amounts only to a breach of ‘ Law and Order.” 

Under Article 32 of the Constitution of India for a ssTit in the nature oihaUcts 
corpus. 

D.P. Stngfi, Advocate, amicus curiae, for Petitioner. 

G.S. Ghallerjee, Advocate for Sukumar Basu, Adtocate for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by ; 

Hegde, J . — In this petition under Article 32 of the Constitution submitted from 
Jail, the petitioner seeks a wit of Habeas Corpus directing his release from detention. 
We have already directed the release of the petitioner on 15th December, 1969. Now 
we proceed to give our reasons in support of that order. 

The petitioner tvas ordered to be detained by the Commissioner of Police, 
Calcutta under section 3 (2) of the Preventive Detention Act, (IV of 1950) 
by his order dated 15th July, 1969. It is stated in that order that the petitioner 
was ordered to be detained ss’ith a view to preventing him frem acting in any manner 
prejudicial to the maintenance of “ public order.” That order was confirmed by 
the State Government after the same was approved by the Advisory Board. 

From the groimds served on the petitioner, it appears that his detention was 
ordered because of the three instances mentioned therein. It is said therein that 
on 28th February, 1968, behveen 9-50 p.m. and 10-30 p.m. the petitioner armed wth a 
knife along with someothers also armed, created disturbance on the Northern Avenue 
iri the course of which he attached thelocal people with knife as a result of tvhich one 
Ajit Kumar Biswas sustained stab injuries. It is further alleged that during that 
incident, the petitioner and his associates hurled sodawater bottles and brickbats 
towards the local people endangering there lives and safety and thereby they created 
fear and frightfulness amongst the people of the locality and thus affected public 
peace and tranquillity of the locality. 

The second incident mentioned therein is that on 2gth October, 1968, at about 
9-10 P.M. the petitioner being armed with bombs and accompanied by some others 
created disturbance of Raja hlanindra Road, in the course of -which he and his 
associates hurled bombs, used sivords, iron rods and lathis against the local people 
endangering their lives and safeU' and thereby they created fear and frightfuincss in 
the lorality resulting in the disturbance of public peace and tranquillity of that 
locality. 

The last incident mentioned is that on 28th June, 1969, at about i r-15 p.m., the 
petitioner and his associates armed with bombs created disturbance on Raja 
Manindra Road in the course of which they indiscriminately hurled bombs toswjds 
the local people endangering their lives and safety and thereby thty affected public 
peace and tranquillity of that locality. 

From the record it docs not appear that the petitioner tras prosecuted for any 
of the offences mentioned earlier. It is not known why he was not prosecuted. In 
the ordinary course, if there is truth in the allegations made, he should have been 
prosecuted and given an opportunity to defend himself. The allegations made 
against the petitioner do not amount to anything more than that he committed 
certain breaches of law. 

The freedom of the individual is of utmost importance in any civilired society. 

It is a human right. Under our Constitution it is a guaranteed right. It can 
be deprived of only by due process of law. The power to detain is an cxcrptional 
power to be used under exceptional circumstances. It is wong to consider the 
same as the axccutive appears to have done in the present case that it is a convenient 
substitute for the ordinary process of law. The detention of the petitioner under 
the circumstances of this case appears to be a gross misuse of the power conferred 
under the preventive Detention Act, 
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The three incidents mentioned in the grounds arc stray incidents spread over 
a period of one year and four months. These incidents cannot be said to be inter- 
linked. They could not have prejudiced the maintenance of ‘ public order ’ nor 
can they be held to be subversiv'e of ‘ public order ’. They were at best prejudicial 
to “ law and order,” The distinction between the maintenance of ‘public order’ 
and maintenance of “ law and order ” was brought out by tliis Court in Dt. Ram 
Alanohar Lohia v. Stale of Bihar^. Therein this Court pointed out that maintenance 
of “ law and order ” is a conception much wider than the conception of maintenance 
‘public order.’ The latter is the prev'ention of a disorder of grave nature. Every 
act that affects “ law and order,” need, not affect ‘ public order.’ If it is otherwise 
every one who disturbs ‘‘ law and order ”, hotvever petty the offence committed 
by him may be, can be detained under the Preventive Detention Act. This -would 
be a total repudiation of the rule of law and an affront to our Constitution, The 
legal position relating to the point in issue was again recently considered by this 
Court in Arm Ghosh v. State of West Bengal-. Therein it was observed that ‘ public 
order ’ is the even tempo of the life of the community taking the countrj' as a ts^hole 
or even a specified locality. Distimbance of public order is to be distinguished 
from acts directed against individuals which do not disturb the society to the extent 
of causing a general disturbance of public tranquillity. It is the degree of distur- 
bance and its effect upon the life of the community' in a locality which determines 
whether the disturbance amounts only to a breach of “ law and order.” 

We are of the opinion that the grounds stated in support of the detention cannot 
amount to a disturbance of the maintenance of ‘ public order.’ 

V.K. Petition allowed, 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present J. C. Shah, V. Ra.maswa.mi and A. N. Grover, JJ. 

R. Kempraj ... Appellant * 

V, 

M/s. Barton son & Co., Private Ltd. ... Respondent. 

Transfer of Property Act (JV of 1882), sections 5, 14 and 105— Lease for 10 years — 

Option given to lessee to get the lease removed efter every ten years — Whether hit 

by rule of perpetuity. 

It is well known that the rule against perpetuity is founded on the principle 
that the liberty of alienation ” shall not be exercised to its own destruction and 
that all contrivances shall be void which tend to create a perpetuity or place pro- 
perty for ever out of the reach of the exercise of the power of alienation.” A 
lease is not a mere contract but it is a transfer of an interest in land and creates 
a right in rem. Owing to the provisions of section 105 a lease in perpetuity can 
be created but even then an interest still remains in the lessor which is called a 
reversion. 

Section 14 is applicable only where there is transfer of property. 

Held, on facts, even if creation of a lease-hold interest is a transfer of right in 
property and would fall ^vith^n the expression ‘ transfer of property ’ the transfer 
ts-as for a period of ten years only by means of the indenture E.xhibit P-i, The 
stipulation relating to rene\val could not be regarded as transferring property 
or any rights therein. The clause containing the option to get the lease renewed 
on the expiry of each term of ten years can by no means be regarded as creating 
an interest in property of the nature that would fall within the ambit of section 14. 

Held, further the expression ‘‘covenant runs with the land” has been taken from 
the English law of real propertv. It is an exception to the general rule that all 
covenants arc personal. Even on the footing that the clauses relating to renetval 


1. (1966) M.L.J. (Crl.) 642 : (1966) 2 S.C.J. 2. W.P. No- 287 of 1969 decided on 2nd 
549 : (1^966) 1 S.CJl. 709. December, 1969. 

• C.A. No. 1655 of 1968. 29th August, 1969. 

SCJ~114 
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in the lease contain covenants running with the land the rule against perpetuity 
contained in section 14 of the Act would not be applicable as no. interest in pro- 
perty has been created of the nature contemplated by that prosnsion. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and order dated the 20th 
Decembar, 1967 of the hfysore High Qmrt in regular Second Appeal No. 
81 1 of 1965. 

A. K. Sen, Senior Advocate, [Mrs. Shyamla Pappu and Vineet Ktmiar, Advo- 
cates, with him), for Appellant. 

S. V. Gupte, Senior Advocate, (Janendra Lai, Advocate, B. R. Agarwala, Advo- 
wte of M/s. Gagral & Co., and Kumar M. Mehta, Advocate, with him), for Respon- 
dent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Grover , J . — ^This is an appeal by Special Leave from a judgment of the M^tore 
High Court in •which the question involved is whether an option given to a lessee 
to get the lease, svhich is initially for a period of 10 years, renewed after every 10 years 
is hit by the rule of perpetuity and is void. 

The respondent entered into a deed of lease on 26th October, 1951, svitli the 
appellant in respect of premises Nos. 8 and 9, Mahatma Gandhi Road, (South 
Parade), Civil Station, Bangalore. It was stipulated that the lease would be for a 
period of 10 years in the first instance with effect from 1st November, 1961 “with 
an option to the lessee to renew' the same as long as desired as provided.” 
Clauses g and 10 which are material may be reproduced: — 

g. The lessee shall have the right to renew the lease of the scheduled pre- 
mises at the end of the present period of ten years herein secured on the s^me 
rental of Rs. 450 per month, for a similar period and for further similar periods 
thereafter on the same terms and conditions as arc set forth herein; and the Lessee 
shall be permitted and shall have the right to remain in occupation of the premises 
on the same terms and conditions for any further pcriod.<- of ten years as Jong as 
they desire to do so. 

to. The lessor shall not raise any objection ' whatsoever to the lessee e.'terci.'ing 
his option to renew the lease for any further periods of ten years on the same terms 
and conditions as long as they desire to be in occupation, provided that the lessee- 
shall not have the right to transfer the lease or alienate any right thereunder."’ 

It appears that before the e.xpir>’ of the period of ten years from the date of the 
commencement of the lease the lessee wTotc to the lessor infoiming him of the inten- 
tion to exercise the option given to the lessee under the deed of lease to get the same 
renewed on the same terms and conditions as before for a period of ten years from 
1st November, 1961. The lessor did not comply with the request. After scr\'ing 
a notice the le.ssec filed a suit for specific performance of the covenant in the Ictuc 
for renewal. It was prayed that the lessor be directed to execute a registered deed of 
lease in favour of the lessee and if he failed to do so the Court should execute a 
deed in his favour. The lessor pleaded, inter' alia, that the condition relating to 
reness'al seas hit by the rule against perpetuity. Certain other pleas svere taken \vith 
svhich -we arc not concerned. The trial Court decreed the suit, Tlie first appellate 
Court and the High Court affirmed the decree. 

The rule against perpetuity is embodied in section 14 of the Transfer of Pro- 
perty Act, hereinafter called the Act. According to it no transfer of property ran 
operate to create an interest which is to take effect after the lifetime of one or more 
persons living at the date of such transfer and the minority of some person who 
sluill be in existence at the expiration of that period and to whom, if he attains full 
age, the interest created is to belong. It is well known that the rule against, per- 
petuity is founded on the principle that the liberty of alienation “shall not he <x<r- 
cised to its oss'n destruction and that all contrivances shall be void which tend to 
create a perpetuity or place property for ever out of the reach of the c.xf rcise of the 
power of alienation.” The words “ transfer of property ” have been defint d by 
section 5 of the Act to mean an act by which a living person convey.' property in 
present or in future to one or more other living persons etc. The words “ living 
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S eSoy'sudx property- mkdc for a certaia 

irrSfo.h"oVX"’ki:S^^ 

r,“:T;peS«Uy S.; .he„“a„ intere., still remain in the 

lessor which is called a reversion. „„,-r,f.tii;tv rr.tild have 

■ Itis not disputed on behalf of the -PP/»"-\\hat a ^ 

been created but the lease in the Pf^^^ said that tlie mischief is created 

period of ten years only m the first im • j^hat nm with the land. It 

by the clauses relating to renewal ^ r- rcneival clauses the rule of per- 

is pointed out that on a correct constm -__pfliatelv attracted. We are unable 
pemiu- contained in section 14 would inime^ately^^ctea 

to ag^e. Section 14 is applicable only fric^ht^ propSn aAd svWd faU 

if creation of a lease-hold interest is a trans e^^ transfer was for a period of ten 
within the expression “ transfer of propw . utipulation relating to 

years only by means of the indenture E^^bit P-i . Jhe^-^tgu^ 

reneival could not be regarded as trans emng p p in the case of lease of land 

In Ganesh Sonar Ptimendti _ the lease and take possession 

an option had been given to the ° d'tions The question was whether such 

of the lease hold land under speafied English case Wccdall v. 

a covenant would fall within the ru e ai mvin“^ an option to the lessor 

Cliflon^-, in which it was held that a Invalid as infringing the 

to purchase the fee simp’e of tlm . Cnuj-t distin'mished the English decision 

rule against perpetuit>^ Tjie Patna Comt ^stmgiusn^ ^ ^ 

quite rightly on the ground itself acate an interest in such property 

for the sale of immorable prope^’ did ^ Patna decision the option 

a. ,va, .ha case .mder the English H"' - ZTlZi was merely a personal 

given by the lessee to the lessor to '“V?' *' IS, ‘ tnlerest in land and so the rule 
covenant and was not a covenant w uc p‘ , . j^ot applicable. The, same 

against perpetuity contained in ^ yhe clauses containing the option to 

principle would govern the presen - no means 

get "the lease renewed on the expiry o nature that would fall within 

be n^arded as creating an interest in property oi tne na . 

the ambit of section 14. ,, • pfiVet to a covenant for 

Even under the English law the ifwdll not be open to objeeri^ 

perpetual renewal so long as the of England. 3rd Edn. Vol. 23 

on. the ground of perpetuity . H ij 'that the covenant in a lease for renewal 

page 627. In Midlrr V. Trajord , it was le Farwell. J.. proceeded to obsen'C 

was not strictly a covenant for renewn . centuries to be a covenant 

that a covenant to renesv had been he „.;tion of perpetuity would arise. It 

running with the land. If £0, then ^ ‘ reason, the objKtion of 

appears that in England whatever mig <- ,,..ti'*nts for renewal. The following 

perpetuitv had never been taken m cases « \vhh approval by Lord Evershed, 

obser^^ations of Fanvell, J., ^s;hich w^e g ed w^th ^ 

M. R. i„ irtg Motors Lid. v. Sails ar.d olhm , me no ^ 

“But now I will assume that this is a ‘;^^{. etuitv because it is annexed 
land; it is then in my opinion free from any taint ofperpetui . 

to the land. See Rogers v. eovciumt runs irith the land is to be 

The equitable rule that the burden o . 

found in section 40 of the Act. This section r . ■ immovable pro- 

“ 40. mere for tlie more nterit S Ae immovable pro- 
perty, a third person, has, mdepen di ntly o 

1 . ^ -r T, SOI is? 


1- A-lJl. 1962 Pat. 201. 

2. 1-R. (1905) 2 Ch. 257. 

3. LR. (1901) 1 Ch: 54. 


(1961) 3 A-E-L-R- 1|L I®®- 
L.R (1900) 2 Ch.s8S. 
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pcrty of another or of any casement thereon, a right to restrain the enjojment 
in a particular manner of the latter property, or 

where a third person is entitled to the benefit of an obh'gation arising out of 
contract, and annexed to the o\vnership of immovable property, but not amount- 
ing to an interest therein or easement thereon. 

- such right or obligation may be enforced against a transferee with notice 
thereof or a gratuitous transferee of the property affected thereby, but not 
against a transferee for consideration and without notice of the right or obliga- 
tion nor against such property in his hands.’’ 

As pointed out in Mulla’s Transfer of Property Act, 5th Edn., at page 194, section 40 
expressly says that the right of the covenantee is not an interest in the land bound 
by the^ covenant nor an easement. It is not an interest because the Act does not 
recognise equitable estates and it cannot be said as Sir George Jessal said in London & 
South TVesiem Railway v. Gomm\ that if a covenant “ binds the land it creates an 
equitable interest in the land.” The expression “covenant runs with the land ” 
has been taken from the English law of real property. It is an exception to the 
general rule that all covenants are personal. Even on the footing that the clauses 
relating to rene^val in the lease, in the present case, contain covenants running with 
the land the rule against perpetuity contained in section 14 of the Act would not be 
applicable as no interest in property has been created of the nature contemplated 
by that provision. 

For the above reasons the appeal fails and it is dismissed srith costs. 

S.V.J. Appeal dismissed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Original Jurisdiction.) 

Present S. M. SncRi, J. M. Shelat, V. Bhargava, G. K. Muter and 
C. A. Vatdialingam, JJ. 

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath ... Petitioner* 

V. 

Shri Gopal Swamp Pathak ... Respondent. 

Presidential and Vice-Presidential Elections Act {XXXI of 1952), sections 4 and 18 — 
Presidential and Vice-Presidential Elections Rules (1952), rtde 4 — Election of 
Vice-President— Nomination paper sent by post— Validity— Rejection of inralid 
nomination paper— Returning Officer if can reject as soon as it is received or 
should wait till date of scrutiny. 

It \vill be noticed that rule 4 of the Presidential and Vice-Prcsidcntial Election 
Rules provides only one manner of presentation of nomination paper, i.e., dclivtr}' 
cither in person by the candidate or by his proposer or seconder. Further it men- 
tions the time within which it can be delivered, i.e., between the hours of eleven in 
the forenoon and three in the afternoon. If the nomination paper is not presented 
in person cither by the candidate or by the proposer or the seconder it cannot be 
deemed to have been presented at all. 

If a nomination paper is received by post it would be difficult to say that it has 
been presented and received before 3 o’clock on the last date appointed under 
clause {a) of section 4 (i) of the Act. Such a nomination paper could not be 
treated to have been received svithin the meaning of sub-rule (2) of rule 4 of 
the Presidential and Vice-Presidential Election Rules and the Returning Officer 
is entitled to reject it. 

As soon as the Returning Officer finds that a nomination paper has not been 
duly presented and received he must reject it outright at the time it is handed os'cr 
to him and it is not necessary for him to wait till the date of scrutiny. 

The Rules contemplate only one method ofpresentation of nomination paper 
and if that m;thod is not followed the nomination paper cannot be held to be 

1. LR. (IS82) 20 Ch.D. 562, 5E0. 


Elec. P. Ko. 6 of 1969 . 


I8th December, 1969. 
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validilv presented and must be rejected outright. To hold_othcr-\nse would lead 
to utter confusion and delay in the completion of the election . 

In the result, the challenge to the election of Sri G. S. Pathak to the office of 
the Vice-President of India, on the ground that the nomination paper of 
Dr. Ram Sharan Das, which was sent by post, was wrongly rejected, must lail. 

Under Art'cle 71 of the Constitution of India and seefon 14 of the Presdential 
and Vice-Presidential Election Act (Act XXXI of 1952). 

Sarico Prasad, Senior Advocate (P. Parameswara Rao and K. C. Dm, 
Advocates, with him), for Petitioner. 

M. C. Setalvad, N. A. PaUchivala and M. C. Chagla, Semor Advocates, 

U B Dadachodji, Ravmder Narain and O. C. Matkur, Advoca es / • • • 
Dadachanji & Co., with them), for Respondent. 

Attori^y-General for India. 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

S{kri,J.-Thls is a petition under ^tide 71 

of the Prudential and Vice-Presidential ^^^thc ele«iL of Shri 

after referred to as the Act — praying fw a Vice-President of India is 

Gopal Swamp Pathak, respondent, to the office of the Vice-President 01 

'""'^The main ground on which this declamtion is sough^sjha^y 

paper of Dr. Ram Sharan Dass Sakhuja was '''"5 ® meeting this ground 

Officer on 6th August, 1969. The r^onden p ^vhethcr tlic nomination 

has raised a number of other issu« includi g if not whether the peti- 

paner of Dr. Ram Sharan Dass Sa^uja “^^deSr^r^^^ pressed on 

tion is maintainable. The learned Counsel for the mpondy^ .tro^g > p^^ 

us that we should first _t^ this oroimd that the nomination paper of 

conclusion that the petition must fail on i o. , 5,1, August, 1969, it is not 

Dr. Ram Sharan dIss Sakhuja was "ghyy rej^ted o^ 6th ^ ’f tLVties. 
necessary to consider the other issues that arise out of the pleading j 

The two suggested by the petiuegcr which we propose ,o 

I. INTiethcr the nomination of Dr. not delivered in 

WTongly rejected on the ground that the noimnation paper 

person: , . „ 

0. Whedter the Ret^ng Officer had power to reject the nommat.on 

c\-en before the date of semtiny. ^ rt mit On iqth 

The relevant facts for detenmi^g fell vacant on the resig- 

or 20th July, 1969, the office -phe Election Commission appointed 

nation of the then incumbent, Shn V. \ . ^h.-riinp- officer for the election of 

Shri B. N. Baneijee, Secretary-, Rajya Sabha as remmm|officer ^der 

the V'lce-President of India. The Election ^ filing nomination for 

section 4 appointing gth August, 19^, as ^ ^ August, 1969, for sem- 

clection to the office of the Vice-President of ^di nomination papers and 

tiny of nomination papers. A number of candidates Jo proceedings. The 
on nth August, 1969, the Returning Officcu made a record o p 
relevant part of the proceedings reads as follows. 



House, Xe^v Delhi, 24 nomination pa^^ wctc _nd Vice-Presidential Election 

in the manner laid down in mle 4 of the Presidential ^d Vice rr 
Rules, 1950. These nomination paper related to. 

I . Shri S . Nagappa— (One nomination paper) . 
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2. Shri G S Pathak — (Sc-vcntecn nomination papers) 

3 Shri Sivashanxnugam — (Two nomination, papers) (Jagannathan Pillai) 

. 4. Smt. Manohara Nirmala Holkar — (One nomination paper). 

5. Shri'B. P. Mahaseth — (One nomination paper)., 

6. Shri Hari' Vishnu KamatH— ^(Two nomination papcis). 

3. I gave the candidate and the others present all facilities for examining 
the nomination papers of all the candidates delivered , to me. The nomination 

■■ paper were examined ' by them. ‘No' objection was raised to am' nomination 
papers by any candidate or his representative. I scrutinised all the noniination 
. papers and I found that they satisficti the requirements of a valid nomination 
paper. I accordingly accepted all'The.nomination papers -as valid and made 
endorsements on all the 24 nomination papcis accepting tlicm. 

4. I also brought to the notice of those present that I had 'received some nomi- 
. nation papers, and some, other papers purporting to be nomination papers, by 

post, and that I could not treat them as valid nomination papers as they tvere not 
delivered to me in accordance with sub-rule (i) of rule 4 of the Presidential and 
Vice-Presidential Election Rides, 1952, and that they also did not comply with 
the provisions of law in other respects. I further mentioned to those prcjcnt 
that there were in addition' three other papci-s which, though presented to me in 
person, did not comply ivlth the requirements of the law as they were not accom- 
panied by the certified extracts from the electoral roll and suffered from other 
defects. I had not given any serial number to any of these papers and had rejected 
all of them.” 

One of the nominations referred to in para. 4 of the proceedings was that of 
Dr, Ram Sharan Dass Sakhuja^ It appears that the nomination papers of Dr. 
Sakhuja, alleged to be complete hi every rc.spcct, were not delivered in person either 
by Dr. Sakhuja or by the proposer or seconder in person to the Returning Ofiiccr 
but were received by him by post on 6th August, 1969. On that very day the 
Returning Officer did not treat the papers as valid as they were not delivered to 
him in accordance with sub-rule (i) ofrule4ofthc Presidential and Vice-Presidential 
Elections Rules, 1952. 

In order to discuss the issues mentioned above it is neccssaiy to set out the 
relevant statutory provisions. Under section 4 of the Act the Election Commis- 
sion by notification appoints for cvciy election (a) the last date for making nomhia- 
tions, ( 5 ) the date for scrutiny of nominations, (c) the last date for the irithdrav-al 
of candidatures, and (</) the date on which poll shall, if neccssaiy, be taken. Under 
section 5 any person may be nominated as a candidate for election to the ofiicc of 
Vice-President if he is qualified to be elected to that office under the Constitution. 
Sub-section (2) of section 5 prescribes that each candidate shall be nominated by a 
nommation paper completed in the prescribed form and subscribed by the candi- 
date himself as assenting to the nomination and by two electors as proposer and 
seconder. 

We may assume for the purpose of this ease that the conditions laid down in 
section 5 (2) wore complied svith. 

Section 6 deals with the withdrawal of candidature and provides that anj' 
eandidatc may withdraw his candidature by a notice in vriting in the prescribed 
form subscribed by him and delivered before three O’clock in the afternoon on the 
date fi.xed under clause (c) of sub-section (i) of section to the Returning Ofiiccr 
either by such c.andidate in person or by his proposer or seconder who -has been 
authorised in this behalf in writing by such candidate. 

The learned Coims>-l for the petitioner rightly conceded that if a candidate 
wants to withdraw his c.andidature the notice in writing mint be delivered to the 
Returning Officer in pci'son by such candidate or by his proposer or secondfT who 
lias been authorised. In other words no candidate can withdraw iiy sending a 
notice in writing by post. 
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Section i8 gives the grounds for declaring the election of a returned candidate 
to be void. One of the grounds is: 

“ If the Supreme Court is of opinion that the nomination of any candidate has 
been \vTongly rejected or the nomination of the successfid candidate or of any 
other candidate who has not withdrawn his candidature has been tvTongly accep- 
ted, the Supreme Court shall declare the election of the returned candidate to 
be void.” 

Section 2 1 gives powers to the Central Government to make rules and the two matters 
among others, on which rules can be made arc: 

“ (d) the form and manner in which nominations may be made and the pro- 
cedure to be followed in respect of the presentation of nomination papers; 

(e) the scrutiny of nominations and, in particular, the manner in wliich 
such scrutiny shall be conducted and the conditions and circumstances under 
which any person may be present or may enter objections thereat,” 

In pursuance of these posvers rules were framed. Rule 4 deals with the presentation 
of nomination papers and is in the following terms: 

”4. (i) On or before the date appointed under clause (a) of sub-section (i) 
ofscction 4, each candidate shall, either in person or by this proposer or seconder, 
between the hours of eleven in the forenoon and three in the afternoon, deliver 
to the Retummg Officer at the place specified in this behalf in the public notice 
a nomination paper completed in Form 2 in the case of a Presidential election, 
and in Form 3 in the case of a Vice-Presidential election, together with a certified 
copy of the entry relating to the candidate in the electoral roll for the Parliamentar\' 
constituenev' in which he is registered. 

(2) Any nomination paper which is not received before tlwce O’clock in 
the afternoon on the last date appointed under clause (a) of sub-section (i) of 
section 4 or to which the certified copy referred to in sub-rule (i) of this rule is 
not attached shall be rejected.” 

Rulcj prescribes tlic procedure on receipt of nomination papers as follows: 

“5. On the presentation of a nomination paper, the Returning Officer 
shall — 

(a) sign thereon a certificate stating the date and time of presentation of 
the nomination paper and enter thereon its serial number; 

(b) inform the person or persons presenting the nomination paper of the 
date, time and place fixed for the scrutiny of nominations; and 

(c) cause to be afibted in some conspicuous place in his office a copy of the 
nom'nation paper as certified and numbered tmder clause (a) of this rule.” 

Rule 6 provides for the scrutiny of nominations and is in the following terms: 

” 6. (i) The candidates, one proposer and one seconder of each candidate 
and one other person duly authorised in writing by such candidate, shall be entitled 

to be present at the time of scrutiny of nominations; and the Returning Officer 

shall give them all reasonable facilities for examining the nomination papers 
of all candidates which have been delivered within the time and in the manner 
laid dotsTi in rule 4. - 

(2) The Returning Officer shall then examine the nomination papers and 
decide all objections \s-Iiich may be made to any of them. 

(3) The Returning Officer m.ay, either on such objection or on his 

ow-n motion, and after such summary inquirj’, if any, as he thinks necessarv' 
reject a nomination paper on any of the following grounds, namely : ' ’ 

(c) that the candidate is not cfigiblc for election as President or Vice- 
President, as the case may be, under the Constitution; or- 
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(&) that the proposer or seconder is not qualified to subscribe a nomination 
paper under sub-section (a) of section 5; or 

(c) that the signature of the candidate, proposer or seconder is not genuine 
or has been obtained by fraud; or 

(d) that the nomination paper has not been duly completed and the defect 
or irregularity is of a substantial character; or 

(e) that the proposer or seconder has subscribed, whether as proposer or 
seconder, another nomination paper received earlier by the Returning Officer at 
the same election. 

(4) The Returning Officer shall hold the scrutiny on the date appointed in 
this behalf under clause (6) of sub-section (i) of section 4 and shall not allow any 
adjournment of the proceedings except when such proceedings are interrupted 
or obstructed by riot or open violence or by causes beyond his control; 

Provided that, in case an objection is made, the candidate concerned shall, 
if he so requires, be allowed tirhc to rebut it not later than the next day but one 
following the date fixed for scrutiny, and the Returning Officer shall record his 
decision on the date on which the proceedings have been adjourned. 

(5) The Returning Officer shall endorse on each nomination paper his 
decision either accepting or rejecting it and if the nomination paper is rejected, 
he shall record in svriting a brief statement of his reasons for rejecting it.” 

The question whether a candidate is entitled to send his nomination papers 
by post to the Returning Officer may now be considered. It will be noticed that 
rule 4 provides only one manner of presentation i.e., delivery cither in person by 
the candidate or by his proposer or seconder. Further it mentions the time within 
which it can be delivered bet\s’ccn the hours of eleven in the forenoon and three 
in the afternoon. It seems to us that if the nomination paper is not presented in 
person either by the candidate or by the proposer or the seconder it cannot be deemed 
to have been presented at all. There seems to be good reason for making this rule 
because othersvise not only the authenticity of the person sending the nomination 
paper will be in doubt but also the time of the delivery of the nonunation paper 
would be in doubt. 

Be that as it may, if the rule provides one method of presentation that method 
of presentation must be followed. That this is the only method of presentation of 
nomination papers is borne out by subsequent provisions. Sub-ndc (s) of rule 4 
provides that any nomination paper which is not received before 3 O’clock in the 
afternoon on the last date appointed under clause (<i) of sub-section (1) of section 4 
shall be rejected. This shows that even if a nomination paper is presented per- 
sonally but after 3 O’clock in the afternoon it has to be rejected. The rule 
proceeds on the basis that the presentation must have been cither in person or by 
the proposer or the seconder. If a nomination paper is received by post it would 
be difficult to say that it has been presented and received before 3 O'clock on the 
last date appointed under clause (a) of sub-section (i) of section 4. 

Rule 5 also proceeds on the basis that the presentation of a nomination paper 
must be in person because it requires the Returning Officer to sign thereon a certi- 
ficate stating the date and time of presentation of the nomination paper and inform 
the person or persons presenting the nomination paper of the date, time and place 
fixed for the scrutiny of nominations. It js clear that rule 5 contemplates only one 
method of presentation. This is again evident from rule 6 which directs the Return- 
ing Officer inter o/ia to give the candidates and other .'uithoriscd perrons present 
reasonable facilities for examining the nomination papers of all candielatrs which 
Im’c been delivered within the time and in the manner laid doun in rule 4. In 
other words, the nomination papers which have not been delivered within time 
and in the manner laid dotsm in rule 4 have not to be shoum for purposes of scrutiny. 

The Ic.amcd Counsel for the petitioner contends that sub-rule (2) of rule 4 
gives two grounds of rejection, one that the nomination paper is not received before 



I] 


BAUNATH KEDIA V. STATE OF BIHAR. 


913 


3 O’clock in the afternoon of the last date appointed under clause (a) of sub-section 
(i) of section 4, and the second that the certified copy referred to in sub-rule (i) 
of rule 4 is not attached. He further say's that rule 6 gives five more grotmds of 
rejection. He says that the ground on which the nomination paper of Dr. Ram 
Sharan Dass Shakuja has been rejected is not covered by either sub-rule (2) of rule 4 
or rule 6 and accordingly the nomination paper of Dr. Ram Sharan Dass Shakuja 
could not have been vahdly rejected. 

It seems to us that this nomination paper could be rejected on the ground that 
it has not been presented in person and received before 3 O’clock in the afternoon 
on the last date appointed under clause (a) of sub-rule (i) of rule 4. Such a nomi- 
nation paper could not be treated to have been received within the meaning of 
sub-rule (2) of rule 4 and the Returning Oflticer was entitled to reject it. 

There is no force in the second submission that at any rate the Returning Officer 
should have waited till the date of the scrutiny because as soon as he finds that a 
nomination paper has not been duly presented and received he must reject it 
outright at the time it is handed over to him. 

The learned Counsel contends that even if there has been a breach of rule 4 (i), 
the rule is not mandatory and the breach of it should not be deemed fatal. We 
are unable to agree with this submission. As we have mentioned before, the rules 
contemplate only one method of presentation and if that method is not followed 
the nomination papers cannot be held to be validly presented and must be rejected 
outright. To hold othenrise would lead to utter confusion and delay' in the com- 
pletion of the election. The Returning Officer would not know ^\'ho and where tu 
inform about the date of scrutiny, he would not be certain whether it is genuine and 
would have to take evidence as to whether it is a genuine nomination paper or a 
forged paper. 

In the result the petition fails and is dismissed with costs. The petitioner 
will pay to the respondent Rs. 500 as total amount of costs. 

V.K. Petition dismissed, 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jiuisdiction.) 

Present : — M. HroAVATULLAH, Chirf Justice, J. M. Shelat, V; BhaRgava, 
K. S, Hegde and a. N. Gro%'er, JJ. ’ 

Baijnatb Kcdia, etc. . . Appellants* 

V. 

The State ofBihar and others, etc. . . Respondents. 

Dhalbham Thadcs and Industries Ltd. . . Intervener. 

Mines and Minerals {Regulation and Developments) Act (LXVII of 1957) — Second 

Proviso to S'Clion I (2) added bjy Bihar Land Reforms {Amendment) Act, 1964 {Bihar 

Act IV cf 1965) and the second sub-rule of Rule 20 added bj notification on 10th December 

1964 to Bihar Mineral Concession Rules 11964)^ — Validity of. ’ 

Entry 54 of the uiuon list speaks both of Regulation of mines and minerals 
Developments and Entry 23 is subject to Entry 54. It is open to Parliament to 
declare that it is expedient in the public interest that the control should rest in 
Central Goverrunent. To what extent such a declaration can go is for Parlia- 
ment to determine and this must be cemmensurate rvith public interest. Once 
this declaration is made and the extent laid dorm, the subject cf legislatiori to 
the extent Laid dorm becomes an exclusive subject for legislation by Parliament. 
Any legislation by the state after such declaration and trenching upon the field" 
disclosed in the declaration must necessarily be unconstitutional because that 
fi. d is .abstracted from the legislative competence of the State Legislature. The 
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only dispute can be to what extent the declaration by Parliament leaves any 
scope for legislation by the State Legislature, If the impugned legislation falls 
- within the ambit of such scope it will be valid, if outside it, then it must be decla- 
red invalid. 

The declaration is contained in section 2 of Act (LXVII of 1957) and speaks of 
the taking under the control of the Central Government the regulation of mines 
. and development of minerals to the extent provided in the Act itself. One has 
, thus nottolookoutsideAct(LXV’IIof 1957} to determine what is leftwithin the 
. competence of the State Legislature but has to work it out from the terms of the 
Act. Since the Bihar State Legislature amended the Land Reforms Act after the 
coming into force of Act (LXVII of 1957) the declaration in the latter Act would 
carve out a field to the extent provided in that Act and tj that extent Entry 23 
avould stand cut-down. To sustain the amendment the State must show that the 
. matter is not covered by the Central Act.' The other side must, of course, sho^v 
that the matter is already covered and there is no room for legislation. 

The subject of legislation is covered in respect ofminor minerals by the express 
words of section 15 (i). Parliament has undertaken to legislation and laid 
•dotvn that regulation of the grant of prospecting licenses and mining leases in 
respect of minor minerals and for purposes connected theresvith must be by rules 
' made by the State Government whether the rules are made or not the topic is 
covered by Parliamentary legislation and to that extent the powers of State 
Legislature are wanting. Therefore, there is no room for State legislation. 

The abolition of the rights of intermediaries in the mines and vesting these 
rights as lessors in the State Government was a topic connected, with land and 
land tenures. But after the mining leases stood bet^veen the State Government and 
the lessees any attempt to regulate those mining leases will fall not in Entry 18 
but in Entry 23 even though the regulation incidentally touches land. The 
pith and substance of the amendment to section 10 of the Land Reforms Act 
■ Jails within Entry 23 although it incidcntally.touchcs land not vice versa. Therefore 
this amendment was subject to the overriding power of Parliament as declared 
in Act (LXVII of -1957) in section 15. 

The Union consists of its three links, namely. Parliament, Union Government 
.and -the Union Judiciary. Here the control is being exercised by Parliament, the 
legislative organ of the Union and that is also controlled by the Union. By giving 
the power to the State Government to make rules, the control of Union is not 
negatived. In' fact, it establishes that the Union is exercising the control. By 
enacting section 15 of Act (LXVTI 1957) the union has taken all the powers to 
itself and authorised the State Government to make rules for regulation of leases. 
~By the declaration and the enactment of section 15 the whole of the field relating 
to minor minerals came within the jurisdiction of Parliament and no scope was 
left for the enactment of the second proviso to section 10 in tlie Land Reforms Act. 

. Vested rights cannot be taken a^vay except under authority of law and mere 
rule rhaking power without the support of a icpslativc enactment is not capable 
of achieving such an end. The whole of the topic of minor minerals l>ccamc a 
union subject. The Union Parliament allowed rules to be made but that did 
not recreate a scope for legislation at the state level. 

Therefore, if the old leases were to be modified a legislative enactment by 
Parliament on the lines ofscction 16 of Act (LXVII 1957) iv.a£ necesarj'. The place 
-of such a law could notbc taken by legislation by the State Legislature as it purpor- 
ted to do by enacting the second proviso to section 10 of the Land Refonns Act. 
Although section 16 applies to minor minerals it only permits modifications of 
mining leases granted before 25th October, 1949. In regard to leases of minor 
.minerals executed between tins date and December, 196.4 svhcrc rule 20 (i) sms 
enacted, there is no-provision oflaw.svhich cnablcs.lhc,tcrm,s .of existing le.wes to 
be altered. A mere rule is not sufficient. As no such P.arli.amcntary law .had 
liccn passed the second sub-rule to rule 20 was in clTcctivc. It could not derive 
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substance from the second proviso to section to (2) of the Land Reforms Act since 
that proviso svas not \-alidIy enacted. 

Appeals from the Judgments and Orders dated the ist November, 1966, 21st 
December, 1966 and 23rd December, 1966 of the Patna High Court in C.'WhJ.C. 
Nos. 1036, 686, 1200 and 778 of 1965 respectively. 

A. K'. Sm, Senior .Advocate, (P.iT. Advocate, svithhim), for AppeW 

(lants In all the Appeals) . 

Lcl Kcrcin Singha, Senior Advocate, {Lchshman Sercr. Sinha and D. Golmdhunf 
Advocates, vith him), for Respondent, (In C.A.No. 685 of 1967). 

B. P. jha. Advocate, for Respondents, (In C.A.No, 686 of 1967). 

U.P. Stngl:, Advocate, for Respondents Nos. i to 3 (In C.As. Nos. 687 and 688 
of 1967). 

Miss Ktishra Ser, Advocate, and (M.M. Kshatriya and G.S. Chaltajee, Advo- 
cates of M[s. Kshatriya and Ckciirrjie, for Respondent No. 4 (In G.A. No. 687 of 1967} 
and Respondents Nos. 5 to 8 (In C.A.No. 688 of 1967). 

R.C. Prasad, Advocate, for Intervener (In C.A. No. 685 of 1967). 

The Judgment of the Court tvas delh-ered by 

Hidqyclullch, G.j. — ^This judgment tvill also govern the disposal of Civil Appeals 
686 (KerJi Prasad Pcr.d^ v. State of Bihar and others), 687 (Shri Krishna Chandra Gango- 
padrya v. State of Bihar and others) and 688 {Mjs. Pahtr Querries Private Ltd. and another 
V. State of Bihar and others) of 1967. These four appeals have been brought against a 
common judgment, ist November, 1966, of the High Court of Patna and arise out 
of four petitions tmder Article 226 of the Constitution filed to question the vah'dity 
of proviso (2) to section 10 (2) added by Bihar Land Reforms (Amendment) Act, 
igSi (Bihar Act of 1955) and the operation of the second sub-rule of rule 20 
added on loth December, 1964, by a notification of the Governor in the Bihar 
Minor hCneral Concession Rules, 1964. The facts of all the four cases are similar 
and the same points arise for determination. It is, therefore, su£ 5 cient to state the 
facts in Ciril Appeals 685 and 686 as illustrative of the others as tvell. 

One Jyoti Prakash Panday obtained on 23rd March, 1955, from Babu Bijan 
Kumar Panday and Smt. AniJa Deri acting for herself and also as legatee under the 
irill of one Baid\-anath Pandey, registered leases to quarrj- stone ballast, boulders 
and chips from and upon Blocis Nos. 32, 45/1, 45/2 and 45/3 in tauzi No. 1452 
khata No, i in Mouza Slalpahari No. 89 in Palcur Sub Dirision of Santhal Parganas. 
The leases svere to commence from ist November, 1954, and to end on 31st October, 
igSi that is to say, they sverc for a total period of 30 years. Jyoti Prakash Pandey 
•vvas svorking tmder tile name and stv'le of ‘ stone India He sold his rights, title 
and interest by a registered sale-deed on gth September, 1963 to the present 
appellant. It is admitted that rent under the terms of the original lease vas 
deposited upto September, 1965. 

On the passing of the Bihar Land Reforms Act (XXX of 1950) the 
e.x-land!ords ceased to have any interest from the date of vesting and in their 
place the State of Bihar became lessor under section 10 (i) of the Land Refonhs Act. 
The terms of section 10 were as given beloiv^. .After the vesting of the estate of 


1 . “10. Saisistir^ leases of rdr.es erd mir.era!s. 
--<1) Kotpithstaading anjthing contained in 
this Act, where iicnrediattly before the date of 
\-asting of the estate or tenure there is a subsist- 
ing lease of cices or mincrais comprised in the 
estate or tenttre or any part thereof, the whole or 
that part of the state cr tenure, comprised in such 
lease shall, with cSect fcetn the date of vesting, 
be deemed to have been leased by the State 
Gotemment to the holder of the said subsisting 
kase for the rermindcr of the term of that lease, 
and such bolder shall be entitled to letoin posses- 


sion of the lease-hold property. 

. (2) The term and conditions of the said lease- 
by the State Govcminent shall rrjitctis materdis 
be the same as the terms and conditions of the" 
subsisting condition that, if in the opinion of the- 
StJte Government the holder of the lease had not 
before the date of the commencement of this Act, 
done any prospecting or development work, the- 
State Gov-emment shall be entitled at any time 
before the expiry of one year from the said date 
to detcraune the lease gising three months, 
notice in writing : 



916 


TEE SUFBEME COURT JOURNAL 


[1970 


the intermediarieSj the State of Bihar as the new lessor recognised the lease for the 
quarrying of stones for the remaining period and the Deputy Commissioner, Santhal 
Parganas asked for the rent from the date of vesting to 30th April, 1965, at the rate 
ofRs. 200 per year as stated in the original lease. This was by a letter issued from his 
office on 2nd February, 1963- On loth December, 1964, the appellants recch'cd a 
letter which gives thegist of the facts on which the present controversy starts and the 
relevant part may be quoted here : 

s “ Government have been pleased to amend the section 10 of Bihar Land 
Reforms Act, 1950, and according to which the terms and conditions in regard 
to leases for minor minerals stand statutorily substituted by the corresponding terms 
and conditions by the Bihar Minor Mineral Concession Rules, 1964. As a result 
of this, rent and royalty, etc. in respect of minor minerals in the State irrespective 
of the date on which the lease was granted are to be paid by all categories of leases 
according to the rates given in the aforesaid Rules with effect from 27th October, 
1964.” 

The appellants denied their liability to pay. The Government informed them by 
letter as follows : 

“ This is to inform you that the terms and conditions of your mining lease in so 
far as they are inconsistent with the Bihar Minor M'neral Concession Rules, rg64, 
framed by the State Government under section 15 of the Mines and Minerals 
(Regulation and Development) Act, igsj, stand substituted by the corresponding 
terms and conditions prescribed by the Bihar Mineral Concession Rules, 1964, 
from 27th January, 1964. Accordingly, dead rent, royalty and surface rent in 
addition to the other substitution as per Bihar Mineral Concession Rules, 1964, 
■will be as follows : — 


1. Dead rent . . Rs, 50 per acre per annum. 

2. Royalty @ Rs. 3 per 100 c\rt. of stone chips. 

@ Rs. 2 per too eft. of stone ballast and boulders. 
@ Rs. 4 per 100 eft. on building stones. 

@ Rs. I per too Nos. of stones “setts ”, 

3. Surface rent © Rs. 10 per acre per year.” 


It is this additional demand and the liability to pay, ^^•hich is the subject of 
•controv’ersv here. The Bihar Government contends that the terms of the original 
lease have been v^alidly altered by the operation of the second proviso to section 10 
(2) of the Bihar Land Reforms Act added first by Ordinance III of 1964 and later 
incorporated again by the Bihar Land Reforms (Amendment) Act, 1964 (IV of 
T965) and the addition of section lo-A to the Act by the same enactments. Tltc 
material part of the second section of Act (IV pf 1965) is quoted below*. Section 
lO-A provided for the vesting of tlie interest of leases of mines or minerals which 
were subject to such leases and need not be read here. Tire State Government also 


Provided that nothing in this sub-section shall 
be deemed to prevent any modifications being 
made in the terms and conditions of the said lease 
in accordance ■with the provisions of any Central 
Act for the time being in force regulating the 
modification of existing mining leases. 

(3) The holder of any such lease of mines and 
minerals as is referred to in sub.5eciion (1) shall 
not be entitled to claim any damages from the 
outgoing proprietor or tenure-holder on the 
ground that the terms of the lease executed by 
such proprietor or tenure-holder in respect of the 
said mines and minerals have become incapable 
of fulfilment by the operation of this Act. 

1. /fmer.dmento/sectlonlOo/SUu:rAct(XXX 
of 1950) — In section 10 of the Bihar Land Re- 
forms Act, 1950 (Bihar Act XXX of 1950) (here- 


inafter referred to as the said Act), — 

(а) in sub-seefion (2), the following second 
proviso shall be added, namely ; — 

_ “ Provided further that the terms and condi- 
tions of the said lease in regard to minor mineral* 
as defined in the Mines and Minerals (Regula- 
tion and Envelopment) Act, (LXVU of 
1957), shall, in so far as they are inconsistent with 
the rules made by the State Government under 
section 15 of that Act, stand substituted by the 
corresponding terms and conditions prescribed 
by those rules and if further ascertainment and 
settlement of the terms will bKo.me necessary 
then necessary proceedings for that purpose shall 
be undertaken by the Collector and 

(б) after sub-section . . 
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xelied upon the Bihar hlineral Concession (First Amendment) Rules, 1964 by which 
a second sub-rule uas added to rule 20. Ihe ttventieth rule, purpoting to be framed 
under section 15 of the Mines and Minerals (Regulation and Development) Act, 
(LX\T^I of 1957) ■'vas amended on 19th December, 1964, and notv reads: 

Rale 20. — (i) Dead rent, royalty and surface rent. — ^^Vhen a lease is granted 
or renewed, 

(c) Dead rent shall be charged at the rates specified in Schedule I. 

{b) royalty shall be charged at the rates specified in Schedule II, and 

(c) surface rent shall be charged at the rates specified by the Government 
in the Revenue Department from time to time. 

(2) On and from the date of commencement of these rules, the provisions o*' 
sub-rule (i) shall also apply to leases granted or ^ene^ved prior to the date of such 
commencement and subsisting on such date.” 

The contention is that the amendment of section 10 of the Bihar Land Reforms 
Act is ultra vires the Constitution and that rule 20 (2) does not legally entitle the 
recoverj^of the dead-rent, royaltj', etc., as in the Schedules to the Bihar Minor 
hlinerai Concession Rules, 1964. 

To tmderstand fully the argument on behalf of the appellants a resiune of the 
legislation on the subject of mines and minerals is necessary. Under the Govern- 
ment of India Act, 1935, the subject of Mines and hlincrals -jras covered by Entry 36 
of the Federal Legislative List I and Entry 23 of the Provincial Legislative List 
II of the 7tli Schedule. These entries read as follo^vs : 

‘‘ Entjy 36. — Regulation of mines and oil fields and mineral development to 
which such regulation and development imder a Federal control is declared by 
Federal law to be expedient in the public interest.” 

“Entry 23. — Regulation of mines and oil fields and mineral development 
subject to the pro\’isions of List I wth respect to regulation and development tmder 
Federal control.” 

When the Indian Independence Act, 1947 uns passed the word ‘federal ’ where 
it occurs for the first time in Entry' 36 and in Entry 23 was changed to ‘domiruon’. 
The entries are practically repeated in the present Constitution and may be read 
immediately here : 

Entry 54 of List I — Union List — ^reads : 

” Regulation of mines and mineral development to the extent to which such 
regulation and development under the control of the Union is declared by Parlia- 
ment by law to be expedient in the public interest.” 

Entry 23 of List II — State List — reads : 

“ Regulation of mines -and mineral development subject to the provisions of 
List I svith respect to regulation and development under the control of the Union.” 

The difference beUvecn the entries of the Government of India Act, 1935 
present Constitution lies in the rcmo\*aI of oil fields from the entries and the declara- 
tion nosv must be by Parliament. Entry' 53 in List I deals Mth oilfields and mineral 
resources. 

In 1948 the Legislative Assembly enacted the hlines and Jklinerals (Regulation 
and Development) Act, (LIU of 1948). It received the assent of the 
Governor-General on 8th September, 1948. It -was an Act to pro-vide for the 
regulation of mines and oilfields and for the development of minerals. In section 2 
of that Act is to be found the declaration contemplated by Entries 36 and 23, 7th 
Schedule of the GosTmment of India Act, 1935. That declaration rcai as 
fbllosvs ; 
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‘2. It is hereby declared that it is e:j^edient in the public intei^t that the 
Central Grovemment should take under its control the regulation of mines and 
oilfields and the development of minerals to the extent hereinafter provided.” 

Section 3 of the Act of 1948 contained definitions. There %vere definitions of ‘mine’ 
and ‘ minerals The former meant an excavation for the purpose of searchingfor 
or obtaining minerals and included an oil-well and the latter included natural gas 
and petroleum. Section 4 provided that no mining lease would be granted after 
the commencement of that Act otherwise than in accordance wth the rules made 
rmder that Act and that a mining lease granted contrary to the provisions ^vould be 
void and of no effect. Section 5 empowered the Central Government, by notification 
to make rules for regulating the grant of mining leases or for prohibiting the grant of 
such leases in respect of any mineral or in any area. In particular the rules could 
provide for the manner in '^vhich, the minerals or areas in respect of ivhich and the 
persons by whom, applications for mining leases could be made and the fees payable, 
the terms on which and the conditions subject to which, mining leases might be 
granted, the areas and the period for which any mining lease might be granted 
and the maximum' and minimum rent payable by a lessee, whether the mine was 
worked or not. Under section 6 the Central Government had power to make 
rules as respect mineral development. Section 7 then provided as follows : 

“7, (i) The Central Government may, by notification in the Official Gazette, 

may rules for the purpose of modifying or altering the terms and conditions 
of any mining lease granted prior to the commencement of this Act so as to 
bring such lease into conformity with the rules made under section 5 and 6 : 

• Provided that any rules so made which provide for the matters mentioned in 
clause (e) of sub-section (2) shall not come into force until they have been 
approved, either with or without modifications, by the Central Legislature. 

(2) The rules made under sub-scction (i) shall provide— 

(а) for giving previous notice of the modification or alteration proposed to be 
' made thereunder to the lessee, and when the lessor is not the Central Government, 

also to the lessor and for affording them an opportunity of showing cause against 
the proposal ; 

(б) for the payment of compensation by the party -who tvould be benefitted 
by the proposed modification or alteration to the party whose rights under the 
existing lease would thereby be adversely affected ; and 

(e) for the principles on which, the manner in which and the authority by 
which the said compensation shall be determined.” 

Section 8 provided that the Central Government might by notification direct that 
any power exercisable under that Act might be exercised, subject to such conditions 
if any, as might be specified by such officer or authority or might be specified in the 
direction. In furtherance of the powers conferred the Central Government 
framed the Mineral Concession Rules, 1949 and tliey came into force on the ttventy- 
fifth day of October, 1949. These rules for the first time defined minor minerals 
and after amendments from time to time the term meant : 

“ 3 (it) “ minor mineral ” means building stone, boulder, shingle, gravel. 
Chalcedony pebbles (used for ball mill purposes only), limcshell, L-.nkar and 
limestone used for lime burning, murrum, brick-earth (Fuller’s earth). Bentonite, 
ordinary clay, ordinary' sand (used for non-industrial purposes), road metal, 
rch-matti, slate and shale when tised for building material.” 

Rule 4 however provided : 

“ 4. Exemption — Tliese rules sh.-ill not apply to minor minerals, the extrac- 
tion of which shall be regulated by such rules as the Provincial Government may 
prescribe.” 

The word “ provincial ” teas later changed to * State ’. Althotigh some of tlic Pro- 
vinces (now States) made Minor Mineral Concession Rules, it is admitted that Bihar 
Government did not frame any such rules. 
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The leases of the appellants’ predecessors were granted in 1955 during the 
subsistence of the Act of 1948 and the Rules of 1949. It is also to be noticed that a 
fresh declaration was made by Parliament as required by Entry 54, List I — ^Um'on 
List of the 7th Schedule of the Constitution. The existing laws, however, continued. 
Without a declaration by Parliament the field of legislation might have been open 
to the State Legislattires tmder Entry 23 of List II — State List of the Constitution 
but no law was made except what was enacted by the Bihar Legislature in the Land 
Reforms Act about vesting of mines in the State and the emergence of the State 
as a lessor in place of all original lessors. 

Further rules were made by the Central Government in 1955 and 1956. In 
1955 Minerals Conservation and Development Rules were made which were later 
replaced in 1958. On 4th September, 1956, the Central Government in exercise 
of the pov/ers conferred by section 7 of the Act of 1 948 made the Mining Leases (Modi- 
fication of Terms) Rules, 1956. Under these rules existing mining leases were to be 
brought into conformity -with the Minerals Conservation and Development Rules. 
The expression ‘existing mining leases’ was defined as a mining lease granted 
before the 25th day of October, 1949 and subsisting at the commencement of those 
rules but did not include any lease in respect of any minor mineral within the mean- 
ing of clause (c) of section 3 of the Act of 1948. 

We now come to the year 1957. In that year Parliament enacted the Mines 
and Minerals (Regulation and Development) Act (LXVII of 1957). 
It came into force from 28th December, 1957, Act (LXVTI of 1957) made amend- 
ments in the Act of 1948 so as to make the latter relate to oilfields only. All referen- 
ces to minerals other than oil wcTe removed, with the result that it became legislation 
exclusively relating to oil and gas. Since the Act of 1948 was thus altered. Parlia- 
ment enacted new provisions for minerals in Act(LXVII of 1957)* ste primarily 

concerned with this Act in these appeals. A glance at some of the provisions of Act 
<LXVII of 1957) is necessary. 

The Act (LXVII of 1957) came into force on ist June, 1958, and extended to 
the whole of India. It contained the follosving declaration is section 2 ; 

“ It is hereby declared that it is expedient in the public interest that the Union 
should take under the control the regulation of mines and the development of 
' minerals to the extent hereinafter provided.” 

By definition minerals excluded mineral oils because the Act of 1948 exclusively 
dealt with oil. ‘ Vlinor minerals ’ were defined to mean building stones, gravel, 
ordinary clay, ordinary sand other than sand med for prescribed purposes and any 
other mineral which the Central Government may, by notification in the Official 
•Gazette, declare to be a minor mineral. Act (LXVII of 1957) contained 33 sections 
which were separated by general headings showing the topics dealt with. The first 
group of sections 4 — 9 contained general restrictions on undertaking prospecting and 
mining operations. Of this group we may quote here section 4 which will be consi- 
.dered later : 


” 4. Prospecting or mining operations to be under licence or lease — 

(i) Xo person shall undertala; any prospecting or mining operations in any 
area, except under and in accordance with the terms and conditions of a prospect- 
ing licence or, as the case may he, a mining lease, granted under this Act and the 
rules made thereunder : 


Provided that nothing in this sub-section shiall affect any prospecting or 
mining operations undertaken in any area in accordance with the^terms and condi- 
tionsof a prospecting licence or mining lease granted before the commencement 
of this .-vct which is in force at such commencement. 


in 


(2} Xo procpecting licence or mining lease shall be granted othcnvi'^c than 
accordance with the provisions of this Act and the rules made the 


rereunder.” 


^.ctlon 5 lap down rcsurictions on the grant of prospecting licences or mlnln'r 
leases. Section 6 presenoes tne ma.ximum area for which a prosjiecting licence or 
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mining lease may be granted and section 7 the periods for •which prospecting licences- 
may be granted or renewed and section 8 the periods for -which mining leases maj*- 
be graiited or renewed. Section 9 fixes the royalties in respect of mining leases. 

Then follo'ws another group of sections 10 — 12 tvhich lays down the procedme 
for obtaining prospecting licences or mining leases in respect of land in •svhich the 
minerals vest in tlie Government. The next group of section 13 — 16 is headed. 
Rules for regulating the grant of prospecting licences and mining leases. Section 13. 
gives potver to the Central Gk)vermnent to make rules in respect of minerals. Section 
14 however excludes the application of sections 4-13 to minor minerals. It reads : 

“The provisions of sections 4 to 13 (inclusive) shall not apply to prospecting- 
licences and mining leases in respect of minor minerals.” 

Section 15 gives pots-er to the State Governments to make rules in respect of minor 
nunerals. It reads : 

“ 15 (i). The State Government may, by notification in the Ofiicial Gazette- 
make rules for regulating the grant of prospecting licences and mining leases 
in respect of minor minerals and for purposes connected therewith. 

(2) Until rules are made under sub-section (i), any rules made by a State- 
Government emulating the grant of prospecting licences and mining leases in 
respect of minor minerals which are in force imm ediately before the commence- 
ment of this Act shall continue in forces” 

Section 16 gives po-\ver to modify mining leases granted before 25th October, 1949^ 
It reads : 

“16 (i). All mining leases granted before the 25th day of October, 1949, shall,, 
as soon as may be after the commencement of this Act, be brought into coi^ormity 
with the provisions of this Act and the rules made under section 13 and 18 : 

Provided that if the Central Government is of opinion that in the interests 
of minerals development it is expedient so to do, it may, for reasons to be recorded 
permit any person to hold one or more such mining leases coVering in any one 
State a total area in excess of that specified in clause (i>) of section 6 or for a 
period exceeding that specified in sub-section (i) of section 8. 

(2) The Central Government may, by notification in the Ofiicial GazetteJ- 
make rules for the purpose of giving cficct to tne provisions of sub-section (i) and 
in particular such rules shall provide — 

(а) for giving previous notice of the modification or alteration proposed to be 
made in any existing mining lease to the lessee and where the lessor is not tlic 
Central Government also to tlie lessor and for affording him an opportunity oT 
sho-s^ng cause gainst the proposal ; 

(б) for the payment of compmsation to the lessee in respect of the reduction 
of any' area covered by the existing mining lease ; and 

(c) for the principles on which, tlie manner in \vhich, and the authority by' 
which, the said compensation shall be determined.” 

Section 17 stands by itself as a group md contains special powers of Central Govern- 
ment to undertake prospecting or mining operations in certain cases. Secu'em 18 
deals -witli mineral devdopment and gives additional rule makir.g power to the 
Centrd Go^cmmcnt. Next follow some misccUancotis provisions ; of these, only 
two interest us. Section ig lays down that prospecting licences or minir.g leases 
granted, renewed or acquired in contravention of the provisions of the Act shall be 
void and of no effect and section 20 tliat the provisions apply to prospecting 
licences or mining leases whether granted before or after tire Act, TTic rest of tliis 
Act docs not concern this dispute. 

It may be pointed out here tlrat the rules made under section 13 do not apply 
to minor mutcrals in view of the provisions of section 14. The State of Bihar Jiad 
not made anyrulestiU the Bihar Minor Minerals Concession Rules, 19C4 wcrcmadc. 
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The modification of the teims of existing mining leases was protfided for in^ction i fi 
but that provisions applied to mining leases granted l^re 25th October, 1949. 

The pmsisions of hfimng Leases (Modification of Tcnm) Rules 1955 did ^tappl> 

tnmFnm minerals bccaufe the definition of* existing mining lease excluded a ica^ 
in ™ pect of any minor minerals. Tlie power to modify- the existing leases in the 

case had to be foimd elsewhere. r .u .1 

The argument of the appeUants is that apart from the provisions of the 2nd 
•to 10 added to the Land Reforms Act 1950 in 1964 by Act (IV of 1965) 

^SJSond^We^dded torule 20 of the Bil^ Minor Mineral ^ncession ^ 
Fnfi . Twe is no power to modifv the terms. These provisions of law are said to be 
196.^ thCTe IS n ^ Legislature and the Bihar Government. ith 

^SSr'd to 5ie StJEe Legislature it is contended diat the sch^e of the relevant entries 
Se Union and S^e List is that to the extent to which^rcgulation of mines and 
• ,^velonment is declared by Parliament by law to be expedient in the public 
^ ^ siFbicct of legislation is withdrawn from the jurisdiction of .the State 

Act (LXVII of .957 )I«>''CCJ-.o Ijjlotivo field to the Bihar 
MslaSS to enact Act (IV of 1965) amending the Land Refor^ Act. As regards 
oS) it is contended that tlie rule making ^wer of its oim force cannot reach 

SSfot leLes granted in 1955 'ar.d that dus could o^y be done by a competent 

LSisfoture. We are the nvo matters which need decision. 

The main arguments arc supplemented by the following contentions. That 
-RJbar Rules in so far as thev make demands of rent and royalty on Ae existmg 
1^ were executed prior to their coming into force arc beyond the power to 

’S~SSS 5 rmi„ormi„cralso„dcrrecUo„. 5 orAc.(L^IIon 957 ),B,at 
Stion In itself h unconstitutional and void bemuse it delegates li^islative power to 
SFe rSc-making authority and it is csccssh^c ddegation and that the 
^ Bihar Land Reforms Act is void because it aficcts the fundamental rights of the 
appellants guarante^ under Articles 31 and 19 of the Constitution. 

Although these supplementary arguments were raised it is obvious dim they 
rnn aricc according as the Uvo miun arguments are allowed or disalloucd. There- 
fore it is neccssars-to address ourselves to the first argument dmt the legislativc com- 
T^tcncc to enact the amendment to section loofthc Reforms Act was svanting. As Ae 
Siekdmcnt svas made after Act(LXVn of 1957) have to consider the ^sit.on 
-m rdation to it Ertiv 54 of the Union List speaks both of Regulation of mines 
and minerals Devclcpm'cnt and entry 23 is subject to entry- 54. It is cpm to Parlia- 
mmt to declare that it is expedient in the public interest that the control -:hoU]d rest 
in Ccntr-’l Government. To what extent such a declaration can go is for Parliament 
to detenniue and this ro-ast be commenrorate with public interest. Once this decla- 
ratior is made and tnc extent laid down, the subject cf legislation to the extent laid 
down*^ becomes an exclusive subject for legislation by Parliament, .^y legislation 
bv the Statc”aftcr such declaration and trenching upon the field disclosed in the 
d«:laration must necessarily be unconstitutional because that field is abstracted from 
the legislative competence of the State Legislature. This proposition is also self- 
evident that no attempt was rightly made to contradict it. There are also two deci- 
sions of this Court reported in the HbigiT-Rampur Coal Co., Lid. and others v. Stale of 
Orissa and others'^ and Stale of Orissa v. MA. Tulloch & Co.,- in wiiichtl.e matter is 
discussed. The ordv dispute, therefore, can be to what extent tl:e declaration by 
Pai liamcnt leaves any scope for l^islation by the State Legislature. If the impugned 
legislation falls is-itlma the ambit of suclx scope it will be valid ; if outside it, then it 
must be declared invalid. 

Tiic declaration is contained in section 2 of Act,(LX\TI of 1957) and speaks of 
the taking under tl'.c control of the Central Government the regulation of mines and 
development of minerals to tlie extent provided in the Act itself. We ha\c thus not 
to look outside Act (LX\TI of 1957) to determine ss-nat is leftwitliin the competence 
of the Stotc Legislature but Lave to work it cut from the terms of that Act. In this 
connection sre may notice what was decided in the tsvo cases of this Court. In the 


I. (1951) 2 S.aR. 537- 
SC j— 116 


2. (1964) 4 S.C.R. 461. 
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Hirmr-Rampur case\ a question had arisen whether the Act of 1948 so complctdy 
co-^^d the field ofconser\'aticn and development ofminerals as to leave no loom for 
State lesisladom It was held that the declaration ^\•as effective e\’en if tl-c lules 
contemplated under the Act of 1948 had not l^n made. Howwer, considenr.g 
further whether a declaration made by a Dominion Law could be 1 (Raided as a 
declaration by Parliament for the purpose of Entry 54, it was held tiiat it could not 
and there was thus a lacuna wHch the Adaptation of Laws Order 1950 not 

rdmove. Therefore, it was held that there was room for l^islaticn by the State 

Legislature. 

In the M.A. TtiUoch case", the firm was working a minir^ lease granted under 
the Act of icw8. The State Legislature of Orissa then passed the Onssa Mirang 
Areas Development Fund Act, 1952, and levied a fee for tl-e development of mmug 
areas within the State. After the provisions came into forre a demand tv-as made 
for payment of fees due from July, 1957 to March, 1958 and 

lenff-tL The High Court held that after the coming into force of Act (LXVII of 1937} 

Orissa Act must be held to be non^istent. It was hdd m appeal since 
Art fLXVTIof iQn7) ccntaincdthe requisite declaration by Parliament und<r Entry 
Vr and^at Act covered the same field as the Act of 1948 in J^ard to mines and 
mineral development, the ruling in Ht^ir-RarnpuT cem .applied 
Tsh and (2) of the Act (LX\ai of 195?) vverc very wide tl. grilled out Illation by 
Se StSe Legislature. Where a superior Legislature cvinc^ an ir^tion to cover 
SlwSe& die enactments of the other L^islature whedier passed l^fo.e or after 
the vs noie neia, , .^.^s laid down that inconsistency could be proved 

hv a detiled comparison of the provisions of the conflicting Acts but by the mere 

Ass«ti0„ .E (., Bpid, 

110 scope for the argument diat till rules were framed under that section, 

rooiD 'W’BS available* 

These two cases bind us and apply here. Sin<^ the Bil.ar Stmc Legislature 
»hpT andR'-forms Act after the coming into force of Act (LXVII of 1957), 
amended thcLaridJ^tor^^ Act ^ provided in 

the declara extent entry' 23 would stand cut down, lo sustain the amend- 

S diow not covered by the Central Act. The 

S-Sde^must, of hoarse, show that the matter is already cevered and dierc is na 

room for legislation. 

nr already analysed Act (LXVII of 1957). The Act takes over the con- 

1 ofmnes and development ofmincials to the Union of course, ta 

trolofrtgu^^ n minor minerals separately from the other 

the extent pro of miroi minerals it provides in section 14 tliat sections 4— ig 

nunerais. n ^ prospecting licences and minirg leasts. It goes o.n I0 

of the . j the State Government may, by notification in the official 

ttp make rulM for Kgulating the grant of prospecting licences and mining leasts 
^nor miuCTals and for purposes connected thercunth, and tl-at until 
made any rules made by the State Goverrment regulating Uic grant of 
tins- Hcmccs and minirg leases in respect of minor minerals which were in 
before the commencement of the Act would continue in foicc. 
t al^ttcd that no sucli roles v.-ere made by the Slate Government. It foUou-s that 

♦Up mhiect of legislation is covered in respect of minor minerals by tlic express words 
r PTtion I ( i) Parliament has undertaken legislation and laid down tJmt rcgula- 
the Prantkprospcctirg licences and minii gleascs in respect ofnur.or mirmals 
^ H for numoscs (Mnncctcd ihcrcwitli must be by rules made by tlx State Govern- 
t IVh^hcr the roles arc made or not tlic topic is covered by Parliamentary 
Elation and to tliat extent the powers ofStatc Legislature arc wantirg. Tlxicforc, 
tl^c is no room for State legislation. 

Txl N'>rain Sinha argued that the topic of legislation concerns Land and 
thcrcVorc falls under Entry’ 18 ofU^c State List and lx d.rnv our attention to onher 

1. (1961) 2 S.C.R. 537. 


2. (I964)4S.C.R.461. 
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provisions on the subject ofmines in the Land Reforms Act as origir .ally passed. The 
abolition of the rights ofintcnnediarics in th.e mines and vcstir.g these rights as Icssors- 
in the State Goverrjncnt was a topic connected wth land and land tcr.urcs. But 
after the mirdr.g leases stood bcUsnen the State Goverrjncnt and th.e lessees, any 
attempt to regulate those mining leases wiU fall not in Entry i8 but in Er.tiy 23 c%-en 
though the regulation incidentaUy touches land. The pith and substar.ee of the 
ame^ent to section 10 of the Reforms Act falls u-ithin Entry 23 altl.oughrt incrden- 
tallv touches land not vice versa. Therefore this amen.dment was subj- ct to the 
overrj dirg power of Parliament as declared inAct(LXVII cf 1957) in section 15. 
Entry 18 of the Stale list, therefore, is no help. 

Mr Lai Narain Sinha next contended th.at the provisions of sectror.s 4-14 do 
not envhagc cct.ItdI efthe Union which is a cond tion precedcr.t to the o^tir g of th.e 
ruri^dictim under Entry' 23. Obviously Mr. Lai Narain _Srnh.a rrads Umon as 
equivalent to Union Goverrment. This is erroneous. Uruon co^rsts of rts thr^ 

l^bs namely. Parliament, Union Government and the UnjonJudiaary’. Here the 

control is beir^g exercised bv Parliament, the legislative organ cf th.e Umon and that 
is also controlled bv the Union. By givir.g the power to the State Govemincnt to 
make rules the cor{trol of Union is not ncgath'ed. In fact, rt cstablrsh.es tl.at the 
Union is axercisir.g the control. In vietv of the trvo rulings oftlus Court referred to 
earlier we must hold that by enactir.g scctron 15 of Act (LXVII of 1957) the Ur.ron 
hzs taken all the power to itself and authorised the State Government to make rules 
for the regulation of leases. By the declaration and the enactment of sccticn 15 
the whole of 'he field relating to minor minerals came mthin the jurisdrctron of 
Parliament and no scope u-as left for the enactment of the second proviso to section 10 
in the Land Reforms Act. The enactment of the proviso u-as, therefore, without 

jurisdiction. 

This leaves for consideration the second sub-rule added to rule 20 in December,. 
,06c bv th.e State Government. It ^v•ill be noticed that the ralc^ it stood prcvioi^Iy 
annlicd'urospectivclv to all leases ^s•^ich came to be c-xecuted cj^er the promulgation 
of tL rules The ^ond sub-rule made applicable those provisions to all Icascs- 
^ib^stirg on the date of tlie promulgation of the rules. The short qm-stion is 
Whether tl’c rules could operate on leases in existence prior to th.cir cractmcr.t mth- 
mVt the authoritv of a competent Legislature. Vested rights cannot be taken away 
^cevt under authority of law and mere iulc-makjr.g power ^^•lthout the support 
M - legislative er.actmcnt is not capable of achieving mch an end. There being 
uvoL^islatures to consider, rmnely. Parliament and the State Ix^slature we 
have &st to decide which Le^slature would be competent to grant such power. 

\Ve hav- alreadv hdd thm tlic whole of the hgislative field was covered by 
.u.. Porliimc^itaix' declaration read uith the provisions of Act (LX\TI of 1957) , parti- 
JlrK- ^Vc have also held that Entry 23 of List II was to that extent cut 

^ Vi'-EntrvStofListl. Th.e whole of the topic of minor minerals became a 
dosm o) ) 0^ Union Parliament allou-cd rules to be made but timt did not 
Sc rSisStion ct tltc State Ice. 1 . n.cntrotc. iJ tl.c old Icat^ we to 
S^odified a legislative enactment by Pailiamcnt on the lir.« of section i6 of 
^t^LXVTI of m= 7 ) u-as necessary. The place of such a law could not be taken by 
I^slation by tlie' State Legislature as it pur^rted to dci by- enacting th.e second 
Svho to section to of tl.c Land Rcfoi^ Act. It will furtl.cr 1 « thnt 

pSliamcnt in section a of Act (LXVTl of 1957) cieatcd an express bm alth.o^h 
• was rot applicable to minor minerals. .ether section 4 was n.tcr.dcd to 
or mircials as uell or any part of it applies to mir.or minerals a-c aucs- 
in Vic. of d.i llcar dccla, anoa ir. sec.ioa .4 of Ac 
of TO-'-'ith.at tl c provisons of sections 4-13 ^inclusive) do r.ot apply. Tx.crcfore, 
docs rot c-xist arv proWbition sudi as is to be found m section 4 (i) proviso 
- i^'rT-iiTor mircrals. Althoi.gh section iG applies to minor minerals it 

“odtoS of minirf fcic 

In regard to leases of minor minerals executed betu-cen this date and December, 
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1964, when Rule 20 (I'i was enacted, there is no provision of Jaw which enables 
the terms of existing leases to be altered. A mere rule is not suiBcient, 

Faced with this diflBculty Mr. Lai Narain Sinha attempted to claim power for 
the second proviso to section 10 of the Land Reforms Act from entry 18 of List 11 , 
a contention we have rejected. He also attempted to find a field for enactment 
by the State Legislature for the said proviso. This argument was extremely ingeni- 
ous and needs separate notice. 

The contention rvas that modification of existing leases rstis a separate topic 
altogether and was not covered by section 15 of Act (LXVII of 195/). Therefore if 
Parliament had not said any'thing on the subject the field was open to the State 
Legislature. The otlier side pointed to the words “ and for purposes connected 
therewith” in section i 5 and contended that those words were sufficiently tvide to 
take in modification of leases”. Afr Lai Narain Sinha's argument is unfortunately 
not tenable in view of the two rulings of this Court. On the basis of those rulir^ 
we have held that tire entire legislative field in relation to minor minerals had been 
withdrawn from the State Legislature. We have also held that vested rights could 
only be taken away by law made by a competent Legislature. Alere rule-making 
power of the State Government was not able to reach them. The authority' to do 
so must, therefore, have emanated from Parliament. The existing provision 
related to regulation of leases and matters connected therc\«th to be granted in 
future and not for alteration of the terms of leases which were in existence before 
Act (LXVII of 1957). For that special legislative provision was necessary. As no 
such Parliamentary' Law had been passed the second sub-rule to Ride 20 was in- 
•effective. It could not derive substance from the second proviso to section 10 (q) 
-of the Land Reforms Act since that proviso was not validly enacted. 

In the result, therefore, these appeals must succeed. They arc allowed w’ith 
■costs. A mandamus shall issue restraining the State Government from enforcing 
the provisions of the second proviso to section 10 (2) added by Bihar Land Reforms 
/Amendment) Act, 1964 (Bihar Act IV of 1965) and the second sub-iulc of 
Rule 20 added by a notification on roth December, 1964 to the Bihar Mineral 
doncession Rules 1964. 

Y, J. - Appeah allowed. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Criminal Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — S. M. Skri, G. K. Mitter and P. Jacanmohan Reddy, JJ. 
Rashmiri Lai • • Appellant* 

V. 

The State of U.P. .. Respondent. 

Railway Stores {Unlawful Possession) Act {LI of 1955), section ^—Ingredients of offence— 

Burden of proof-section 2 — "Railway Stores ” — Meaning of. 

Before any one can be charged with tlic offence under section 3 of tlic Railways 
Stores (Unlawful Possession), Act, 1955, it must be shown that he was in posses- 
sion of railway stores which, under die definition in section 2, docs not include 
nil articles which arc the property of a railway administration Irut only those 
wliidi are used or intended to be used in the construction, operation or main- 
icnancc of a railway. 

Alerc unlawful possession of the property of any railway is not an offence. 
The prosecution must also prove that the article was being actually used or was 
intended to be used by' die railway. Any article w'hich is the property of a railway 


-Crl. A. No. 65 of 1968. 


2nd September, 1969. 
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administration but which, has been discarded or rejected for further use ^snuld 
be outside the definition of railway stores. 

It is only when the articles satisfy the definition of “ railway stores ” that the 
prosecution can be successfully latmched against a person in unlarsful possession 
thereof. Es'on in such a case the prosecution must first adduce e\'idcnce to show 
that there ■was cause for reasonable suspicion of the stores bcir^ stolen or obtained 
unlav.'fully. It is only when the burden in respect of this is discharged by the 
prosecution that the onus shifts to the accused to account satisfactorily 
for his possession of the same. He may, for instance, show that he had purchased 
the properts' m open market v.hcre goods of this kind arc rssually sold, or he had 
bought them from someone bar, a fide in the belief that the vendor had lawfully 
obtained the same. 

Moyalcl Rcslcgtr v. 7 ^ Slate, (1962) 66 C.IVnS. 269. 

Udqya Dalai v. Ths state, (1964) 30 Cut. L.T. 275. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order dated the 6th October, 
1967 of the Allahabad High Coiurt, Luckno'\v Bench in Criminal Revision No. 
152 of 1966. 

A. S. R. Ckari, Senior Advocate, (R. K. Garg, R. A. Gupta and S. C. Agarwal, 
Advocates, -^vithhim), for Appellant. 

H. R. KhartrM and 0 . P. Rena, Advocates, for Respondent. 

The Judgment of the Court was delis'ered by 

Afitler, j. — In this appeal by - Special Leave the appellant challenges his 
conviction under section 3 of the Railtvay Stores fUnlats-ful Possession) Act, 1955. 

The Act is a measure prodding for punishment of persons in unlav.-ful possesion 
of rail\\’ay stores who caimot satisfactorily acceunt how they came by the same. 
By section 2 “ railts'ay stores ” are defined to mean any article — (c) tvhach is the 
property of any railway administration; and (b) tvlfich is used or intended to be 
used in the construction, operation or maintenance of a railway. Section 3 defines 
the oficncc as also the mcasturc of punishment therefor. It reads: 

“ If any person is found, or is proved to have been, in possession of any article 
of raihsny stores reasonably suspected of being stolen or x^a\s’fiill7' obtained, and 
cannot account satisfactorily how Le came by the same, he shall be punishable 
wth imprisoiunent for a term which may extend to five years, or -with fine, or 
\%-ith both.” 

Before anyone can be charged %\'ith the oficncc under section 3 itmust be shoMU 
that nc was in possession of railway stores which by the definition of section does not 
include all articles which are the propert}' of a railway administration but only those 
whicli are used or intended to be used in the construction, operation or maintenance 
of a raihvny. ^fere unlass-ful possession of the propertj- of any railway administra- 
tion is not an offence. The proscention must also prove that the articles were being 
actually liscd or were intend^ to be used for by the raihmy . Thus au.y article which 
is the property of a railway administration but v.-hich has been discarded or rejected 
for further use -^vould be outside the definition of railway stores. Railway stores may 
be r.e\s' or old and an oficncc may be committed in respect of stores of either kind. 
If the railway administraticn has no further use of them be tkc\' ne\s' or old as in 
the case where tlicy have become unserviceable or out-moded no jerson can be 
charged witlr an oficncc under section 3 in respect thereof. It is only when tne 
articles satisfy the definition of raihsay stores tliat the prosecution can be success- 
fully launched against a person in unlar\'ful possession theicofi Even in such a 
case, the prosecution mtrst first adduce evidence to show that there "was cause for 
reasonable suspicion of tire stores being stolen or obtained tinlawfuUy. It is only 
when the burden in respect of this is discharged bj' the prosecution that the oniis 
shif cs to the accused to account satisfactorily of his possession of the same. He may, 
for instance, show that he had purchased the property in open market •where goods 
of this Had arc usually sold or that he had bought them from someone bena fide 
in the belief that the vendor had lawfully obtained the same. 
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Iscts in. this case are as follows. On the strength of some information 
recened on 28th Joly, 19^49 some stolen railway property was being sent out 
of Lncknow tlirough a motor transport agency, a Sub-Inspector attached to the 
Railway Protection Force along with another Sub-Inspector of Police scarclicd the 
motor transport company at Lnclaiorv the same night the search 
which took place in the presence of tfie appellant and the manager of the transport 
coinpany revealed Aat a large number of parts of raihvay machinery (raihvay 
engines) bearing railway marks were contained in 23 bags of metal scrap booked 
the same day by the appellant for consignment to JuJlujder, The usual formality 
of preparing a recovery memo, and the scaling of goods in bags in the presence of 
witnesses ivas gone through. One Jaswant Singh, described as an expert of railway 
machinery parts and Foreman and Chief Inspector of N, R. Kottvali Chowk 
Lucknow, examined the gcoQS said to be railway stores and kept in n bags and 
made a report to the effect that they %vere all railway stores being parts of a railtmy 
engine. It was the case for the prosecution that the appellant failed to offer any 
satisfactory' explanation of his possession of the goods. On the strength of the ei’i- 
dence addused and principally on the report of Jaswant Singh along with his oral 
testimony the Magistrate found him guilty and sentenced him to imprisonment 
for two years. The conviction was maintained by the Sessions Judge and the High 
Court. 

The report made by Jasivant Singh shows that he had examined the material 
which he classified under 38 heads and described the same as unauctionablc pro- 
perty. Against each item he put a remark either “ O ” or “H”, “ O ” signi- 
fying old goods and ‘ N ’ meaning new ones. The report seems to suggest that the 
goods being imauctionable a third party could not lai^foUy obtain possession of 
the same. Curiously in his testimony before the Court although he said that he 
had prepared the report and signed the same he made no statement to the cfiect 
that the contents of the report Viiere correct. His definite averment %vas; 

“ Railway engine is auctioned in tlie market. I cannot say if these articles 
were auctioned in the market. I cannot say if these articles ^vcre auctioned or 
not.” 

In his cross-examination he repeated the same averment in different words but only 
added that he had c-xamined the articles and they' n-crc parts of an engine and that 
railway articles ivere mixed -with other goods in the bags. From his deposition it 
is not possible to spell out any' averment to the effect that the items mentioned in 
his report were used or intended to be used in tJie construction, operation or main- 
tainance of a raibray'. 

In our viciv there was no evidence before the Courts to prove that the articles 
seized ivcre raihvay stores within the meaning of section 2 of the .'^ct. Our attention 
was drawn to tlie case of Mqydal Rosiagir v. The Slate\ -wherein it was licld that 
in order to pro\’e tliat the articles -were railway stores it was necessary to establish 
that the articles in question were not only the property belonging to a railway admi- 
nistration but tJiey -were used or intended to be used for the construction, or operation 
of a railway. Counsel for the respondent however cited a decision of the Orissa 
High Court in Udayc Dalai v. The SlateK The materials seized in that case is-crc 
tie-bars and iron sleepers which were brand nc%s'. According to tJic learned Judge 
of the Orissa High Court: 

*■ section 2 of the Act docs not require tlic prosecution to prove tliat 
the incriminating articles belonged to a particular raihs-ay. From tlic evidence 
of P.W. 5 it can lx: reasonably inferred that as the seized articles s%ere found to 
conform to die specifications of the Indian Railway Standards dicy held that 
they' belonged to any of the railways in India. His furdicr cv'idcnci: diat dicy 
were “ brand nciv ’ is also sufficient to show tliat they i\-crc intended to be 
used in the construction, operation or maintenance cf the lailway.” 

In our view although the prosecution is not called upon to prove dial the 
goods belonged toanyparticularrailwayadministration it lias to establish dint the 


1. (1962)66C.W.N.269. 


Z {1964)30 Cut. L.T. 275. 




i] ESTATES DEVELOPMENT LTD. V. UNION OF INDIA {Ramaswomi, J.). 927 

articles were the propertyofaraihray administration. Evidence to the efiect that 
the goods confonned to the Railss'ay Standards falls short of such proof. In 
most cases the burden of proof in this respect may be discharged by leading evi- 
dence about the identiRh g marks on the goods or some peculiarity of the goods not 
to be found in cases of non-railway goods. Again the mere description of the goods 
as new %vould not fulfil the requirements of section 2 (i). Some evidence wifi, have 
to be led to the efiect that the goods of the kind ■\\xre being actually used by a rail- 
way administration and that the goods were in a serviceable condition. In the 
case of goods which had not been put to use evidence would have to be led to 
establish that they had been manufactured for such use. 

The evidence in the case before us did not establish that the goods %sere 
railway stores snthin the meaning of section 2 of the Act and as such the question 
of punishment under section 3 did not arise. The appeal will therefore be allowed 
and the bail bond of the appellant directed to be cancelled. 

P.R.N. Appeal allowed. 

Bail bond cancelled. 

THE SUPREME COURT OF IIsTDIA. 

(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction.) 

Present : — J. G. Shah, V. Rasiassvasu and A- N. Gro\t;r, JJ. 

The Estates Development Ltd. (In liquidation) through its Ofiicial 

Liquidator . . Appellants* 

V, 

Union of India and others . . Respondents. 

Displaced persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act{XLn~ofjg^), section 24 (2) — 
Scope and applicability — Cancellation of allotment — Conditions precedent — Absence of 
finding that allotment ivas obtained by fraud, false representation or Concealment of 
material facts — Effect. 

Before the Chief Settlement Commissioner can pass an order under section 24 (2) 
of tlic Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, cancelling 
an allotment granted to a displaced person, there must be a dear finciing that the 
allottee had obtaincxi the allotment of land “ by means of fraud, false representa- 
tion or concealment of any material fact” within the meaning of that sub-section. 
A mere finding recorded by him that the allottee had not prored his title to ‘any 
land in Pi^stan and that the allotment was “ undeserved ” is not tantamount to 
a finding that the allotment had been obtained by fraud, false representation or 
concealment of any material fact. Such a finding is a condition precedent for 
taking action under section 24 (2). The condition imposed in mandatory and 
in tire absence of any such finding, the Chief Settlement Commissioner has no 
jurisdiction to cancel the allotment made. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order dated tlie 26th October, 1965 of the 
Punjab High Court in Letters Patent Appeal No. 174 of 1964. 

Bishan d^'orain. Senior Advocate, (S. K. Mehta and K. L. Mehta, Advocates of 
Mfs. K. L. Afehta & Co.‘ with liim), for Appellant. 

Herhens Singh and R. K. Sachthey, Advocates' for Respondents. 

The Judgment of the Court ss*as delivered by 

Rasiarxcmi, J . — In the month of August, 1942, the appellant-company (herein- 
after called the Company) was incorporated with its registered ofiicc in the cit}' of 
JuUundcr dealing in sale and purchase of land as its substitntial business. By a 
sale deed executed on 24th November, 1944, the company purchased 646 kanals, 

9 marlas of land from Harjit Singh for a sum of Rs. 32,326. The land was located 
jn village Monanpuia of District Sheikpura, now in West Pakistan. Out of the 
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consideration for tlie sale, a sum of Rs. 9,000 was left with, the coinpany for pay- 
ment to the previous mortgagees and the balance of the money was paid to Harjit 
Singh before the Sub-Registrar at the time of registration. On the basis of the 
registered sale deed the company rvas allotted 27 standard acres and i li units of 
land in villc^e Bohani, Tchsil Phagrs'ara, District Kapurthala in the y^r 1 950- 
in lieu of the land abandoned in Pakistan. A sanad No. K2/4/8 dated gth March, 
195^^ issued in favour of the company. There ^vas consolidation oF holdings in 
vill^e Bohani and as a result of consolidation the area allotted to the company 
came to 23 kanals and 5 marlas. Out of this the company sold 9 Jkanals to Mohan 
Singh, a Jat of village Bohani for Rs. 1,900.00 by registeied sale deed, dated 22nd 
May, 1956. Another portion of 220 kanals and 15 marlas was sold on i2tli Sep- 
tember, 1958 for Rs. 10,012 to one Mehnga Singh and his sons. It was later dis- 
covered that the company had been allotted less area of land than it was entitled 
to as a result of consolidation operations and so an additional area of 24 kanals was 
allotted to the company in village Bohani to make up the deficiency. On 30th 
August, 1960 the Managing Officer, respondent No. 3, made a report, Ahnevurc C, 
to the Chief Settlement Commissioner, Respondent No. 2 recommending cancella- 
tion of the allotment of land to the company and consequently the grant of per- 
manent rights to it. The company was heard by the Chief Settlement Commis- 
sioner and thereafter the Chief Settlement Commissioner rejected the legistered sale 
deed and balance-sheets and relying on the jamabandi, annexurc X, came to the 
conclusion that at the time of partition the company did not own any land in Pakis- 
tan nor was it in occupation of any such land. By his order dated 27th Febtuar)', 
1961 respondent No. 2 set aside the permanent rights acquired by the company to 
the extent of 27 standard acres, iii units and also cancelled the quasi-permanent 
allotment of the land made in the name of the company. On 29th March, 1961, 
a revision petition was filed by the company to the Central Govcrrmicnt, respondent 
No. 1. But the revision petition was dismissed on loth May, 1961. On 8th June 
1961, the company ffied a writ petition under Article 226 of the Constitution pray- 
ing for grant of a svrit to quash the order of the Chief Settlement Commissioner, 
dated 27th February-, igfir. The wit petition was allowed by Shamshar Bahadur, 
J. But the respondent took the matter in appeal under clause 10 of Letters Patent to 
aDivision Bench svhich reversed the judgment of the learned single Judge and ordered 
the writ petition to be dismissed. 

Section 24 of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 
(LXIV of 1954) (hereinafter called the Act) states: 

“ (1) The Chief Settlement Commissioner may at any time call for the record 
of any proceeding under this Act in which a Scttlcmerrt Officer, an AssisUrnt 
Settlement Officer, an Assistant Settlement Commissioner, an Additional Settle- 
ment Commissioner, a Settlement Commissioner, a Managing Officer or a Manag- 
ing Corporation has passed an order -for tire purpose of satisfying liimsclf as to the 
legality’ or propriets’ of any such order and may pass such order in relation thereto 
as he thinks fit. 

(2) Withoist prejudice to the generality of the forcguir g power under sub- 
section (r), if tire Chief Settlement Commissioner is satisfied that any order for 
payment of compensation to a displaced person or any lease or allotment granted 
to such a person lias been obtained by him by means of fraud, false representation 
or concealment of any material fact, then, notwithstanding anything contaiiicd 
in this Act, the Chief Settlement Commissioner may pass an order directing 
that no compensation shall be paid to such a person or reducing the amount of 
compensation to be paid to him, or as th6 case may be, cancelling the lease or 
allotment granted to him; and if it is found tltat a displaced person has Ixxn paid 
compensation which is not pa)ablc to him, or which is in excess of the amount 
payable to him, such amount or excess, as the case may Ire, may on a certificate 
issued by the Chief Settlement Commissioner, be recovered in tlie same manner 
as an arrear of-Iand revenue. - . 
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In support of the appeal it was contended on behalf of the company that the docu- 
ment described as jamabandi, annexure S to writ petition, ^vas not the jama- 
bandi of the year 1946-4.7 of the land in dispute and the Division Bench was in 
error in holding that the Chief Settlement Commissioner could properly rely upon 
annexure H. It was pointed out that annexure S was not the jamabandi for 1946- 
47 but it consisted of three notes one saying “ Maamur bai,” that is, that there is 
no land of non- Muslims in the village, the second note related to Elartar Chand and 
Gopal Dass who embraced Islam and the third related to sale of his land by Haijit 
Singh in favour of S. A. Latif AU these notes are dated 3rd May, 1951. It was 
pointed out that tliese notes were made on 3rd May, 1961 for the purposes of 
exchange of jamabandi and the doctunent did not depict the state of afiairs as on 
15th August, 1947 which was the material date. It is not necessars' to examine this 
document in detail for we are of opinion that the appeal must be allowed and the 
order of the Chief Settlement Commissioner must be quashed on the ground that 
there is no finding of the Chief Settlement Commissioner that the company had 
obtained allotment of the laud “ by means of fraud, false representation or con- 
cealment of any material fact ’* within the meaning of section 24 (2) of the Act. 
It is true that the Chief Settlement Commissioner had recorded a finding that the 
company had not proved its title to any land in %'illage Momonpura and the allot- 
ment ^\-as “ undeserved.” But this is not tantamount to a finding that the allot- 
ment had been obtained by a false representation or fraud or concealment of material 
facts. Such a finding is a condition- precedent for taking action under section 24 (2) 
of the Act. The condition imposed by the section in mandatory' and in the absence 
of any such finding the Chief Settlement Commissioner had no jurisdiction to cancel 
the allotment made to the company under section 24 (2) of the Act. For these 
reasons we hold that the appeal should be allowed and the judgment of the Division 
Bench dated a6th October, 1965 in Letters Patent Appeal should be reversed and 
the judgment of Shamshar B^adiu, J., dated 28th November, 1963 quashing the 
order of the Chief Settlement Commissioner dated 27th Februar>-, 1961, should be 
restored. 

The appeal is accordingly allowed witli costs. 

P.R.N. Appeal allowed,. 


THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA. 

(Griminal Appellate Jrvrisdiction) 

Present : — J. C. Shah, V. Ram-aswam and A. N. Grover* JJ. 

Bai Radha . . Appellant* 

r* 

The State of Gujarat . . Respondent. 

Suppression of lOitr.oral Tra£ic in H'cnzen and Girls Act {CIV of section 15 (i) 

— Scope — Search of the premises — Omission to record the reasons before search or 
eren thereafter in a proper way if makes the trial illegal. 

Suppression of Jrrwtoral Traffic in JVesner: and Girls Act {CIV of section 15 (2} 

— Scope — Search of the premises — Non-comphance with the directior.s^ if amounts 
to an illegality — Criminal Procedure Code {V of i8g8), section 537 — Applicability. 

On the question tvhctlier tlic trial became illegal by reason of the search 
not Itaving been conducted strictly in accordance tvith the provisions of section 15 
of the Suppression of Immoral Trafiic in IVomcn an.d Girls Act, (CIV of 1936). 

Held that, (1) The omission to record tlic reasons before the search as required 
under section 15 ft) of the Act or even thereafter in a proper svay docs not make- 
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the trial illegal because jiirisdiction or power to mate a search was conferred by 
the statute and not derived from the recording of reasons. 

(2) Non-compliance with the directions contained in section 15 (2) of the 
Act in the matter of search would only be an irregularity and not such an illegality 
which will vitiate the trial. It is significant that there is no provision in die 
Act according to As^hich any search carried out in contravention of section 15 
■\TOuld render the trial illegal. It is therefore abundantly clear that section 537 
of the Criminal Procedure Code would be applicable to the proceedings in tlie 
present case. 

Appeal by Special Leave from the Judgment and Order, dated tlie I2th/i3tli 
October, 1966 of the GvjJarat High Court in Criminal Appeal No. 390 of 1965. 

B. Daila, Advocate for J. B. Dadachanji & Co. for Appellant. 

H. R. Khanna and B. D. Sharma Advocates, for Respondent, 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Grover J . — The sole point -which arises for decision in this appeal by Special 
Leave is whether the trial became dl^al by reason of the search not having been 
•conducted strictly in accordance -^rith the provisions of section 15 of the Suppres- 
sion of Immoral Traffic in Women and Girls Act (CIV of 1956), hereinafter 
■called the “Act.’’ 

The facts need not be stated in detaU. The appellant and tivo otlicr persons 
were tried for Various offences under the provisions of the Act, the charge substan- 
tially against her being that she tvas ieeping a brothel in her house and tnowingly 
lived on the earnings of the prostitution of women and girls. All the three accused 
persons were acquitted by ffie magistrate. Tlie State preferred an appeal to the 
High Court against the appellant and the third accused only. Thc High Court 
set aside the order of acquittal in respect of the appellant and convicted her for 
•offences punishable under sections 3 (i) and 4 (i) of the Act. She w-as sentenced 
to suffer rigorous imprisonment for one year and to pay a fine of Rs, 200 (in default 
to suffer further rigorous imprisonment for six months) and to suffer rigorous impri- 
sonment for six months) on the second count the sentences of imprisonment 
being concurrent. 

Hie prosecution case was that on receiving complaints from sei’cral residents 
■of the locality a raiding party is-as organised. The services of a decoy witness 
Kishan Taumal were requisitioned and he agreed to worh as the punter. After 
ascertaining that he had no mone}' he was given Rs. 8 in all. TJiat amount included 
a currency' note of Rs, 5 and three currenej- notes of Re. i each, the numbers of notes 
having been noted down in the first part of the panclianama. The punter ^\as 
instructed to liand over the amount for the cliargcs tliat -would liave to be paid for 
having sexual intercourse with any girl or woman in the appellant’s housa He 
was hoivever only to engage liimsclf in talk and not tlie actual act. A punch 
witness Prem Singh Hiraji was also to accompany tlie raiding party. The raid 
Avas ultimately made according to the original plan and Kishan, the punter manned 
to engage a woman in conversation in a room in the house of the appellant. Hie 
raiding party found that she had opened tlie buttons of her blouse and she was 
found with her clothes in sucli a disordered condition tliat it was apparent that slic 
Avas getting ready to have sexual intercourse witJi Kishan, but on seeing tlie police 
party she got up and dressed herself. Tlie seven currenc\- notes, i.r, one five rupee 
note and two of one rupee currency notes were recovered from tlie appellant winch 
Avcrc marked and tvhich had been given by Kishan. Sub-sections (i) and (2) 

-of section 1 5 of the Act provide as follows: 

“ (i) Notwitlistanding anyUiing contained in any otlier law for tlie time 
being in force whenever the special police officer has rc.ASonablc grounds for 
believing that an offence punishable under this Act has liccn or is being commit- 
ted in respect of a w'oman or girl living in any premises and tliat such scarcli of 
■the premises -with warrant cannot be made As-itliout undue delay such officer 
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may, after recording the grounds of his belief enter and search such premises 
vdthout a u'arrant. 

(2) Before making a search under siib-section fil the Special Police Officer 
shall call upon two or more respectable inhabitants (at least one of -whom shall 
be a woman) of the locality- in which the place to be searched is situate, to attend 
and u-itness the search, and may issue an order in writirg to them or any of them 
so to do.” 

INTiat has been stressed greatly by learrcd CoimscI for the appellant is that the 
Act being a special Act its provisions shoiild have been strictly followed. It is 
pointed out that the panch witness Prem Sirgh was not an inhabitant of th.e locality' 
in which the place to be searched was situate. Another panch witness had also 
Been taken who ^\'as a Avoman (Bai Shanta) to satisfy the requirement of stib-section 
(2) of section 15 but she also was not an inhabitant of the locality' where the house 
•of the appellant v/as situate. It has been pointed out that in Public Prosecutor, 
Andhra Pradesh v, Uttaravalli Kageswararao^ it was held by Sharfuddin Ahmed J., 
that the Act being a special piece of legislation enacted with a specific purpose all 
"the directions contained in section 15 were mandatory'. According to the learned 
Judge ■while the recording of reasor^s for proceeding wthout obtaining the search 
warrant might not be done ■which ■rras a matter of discretion, so far as the requisi- 
tion of the services of the respectable inhabitants u-as concerned the direction was 
mandatory' and the Legislature by insistir g on the preser.ee of one woman mediator 
at the time of search had undoubtedly chosen to safeguard the interests of the persons 
wth whom the Act was intended to deal. In that case the seiv'ices of a woman 
mediator had not been requisitioned at all. The search was held to be altogether 
illegal u-ith the result that the accused person in that case was acquitted and his 
-acquittal -rvas upheld by the High Court. 

In the present case two main defects have been pointed out in the matter of 
search; one is that the Special Police Officer Shri Mariad has been found botli by the 
Magistrate and the High Court to have prepared the document Exhibit 81-A long 
after the search. As found by the High Court this document contained reproduc- 
tion of section 15(1) and it hardly contained any ground on which the Police Officer 
had formed the belief with regard to the matters stated in sub-section (i). The 
-other point ^vhich has been pressed on behalf of the appellant relates to contraven- 
tion of sub-section (2) inasmuch as the panch witnesses were not inhabitants of 
the locality in which the appellant’s house was situate. The High Court was of 
the vie%v that power to conduct the search was derived from the statute and not 
from the recording of reasons and therefore the search ^\■as not rendered illegal in 
the present case, on account of contravention of section 15 fil of the Act. On the 
second point it was held tliat there was no provision in law which rendered the 
•evidence of the panch rs-itncsscs inadmissible even thoigh section 15 (2) had been 
contravened. The High Court did not agree u-ith the decision of the Andhra 
Pradesh High Court that the directions contained in sub-section (2) were of a manda- 
tory nature. 

Our attention has been drau-n to Slate of Rajasthan v. Rehmn- in wliich a Deputy' 
Superintendent of Central Excise who had received information that the respondent 
in that case had cultivated tobacco but had not paid the excise duty ^^•ent to search 
his house. He was obstructed while making the search ^rith the result that he fell 
down and "^vas injured. The respondent was prosecuted under section 353, Indian 
Penal Code. It was held that section 165 of the Code of Criminal Procedure was 
applicable to such a searcli and the search being in contravention’ of that section it 
was illegal. The respondent therefore had been rightly' acquitted. In this case 
ho\sm'cr it was observed that the recording of reasons under section 165 did not 
confer on the officer jurisdiction to make scardi though it is a necessary condition 
for doing so. Jurisdiction or power to make a search was conferred by the statute 
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and not derived from the recording of reasons. These obsen ations are sufficient 
to dispose of the &st point which has been pressed about the omission to record the 
reasons before the search of even thereafter in a proper vray. This case cannot be 
of much assistance to the appellant because no question is involved in the present 
case of any public sen'ant ha^ung been obstructed in the courseof a search conducted 
under section 165 of the Criminal Procedure Code. The trial of the appellant 
was for contravention of certain provisions of the Act and the search vms made in 
respect of those offences. The trial having taken place the question of the appli- 
cability of section 537 of the Criminal Procedure Code isill at once arise. If the 
non-obsen’ance of the pro^isions of section 15 (2) is not an illegality but is a mere 
irr^u^anty then the sentence cannot be set aside unless it can be shown that such 
irregularity has caused failure of justice. As w'll be presently seen •is’e are of the 
opinion that non-compliance with the directions contained in section 15 (2) in 
the matter of search would only be an irregularity and not such an Ul^alirv uhich 
irill vitiate the trial. The decision in Delhi Admirisiralim v. Heir, Singh^, ivhich 
concerned offences committed under the Act and on ^\■hich reh'ance has bf-en placc-d 
on behalf of the appellant involved a different point. There the Police Offict-r ssho 
had entered the premises ■where the offences were alleged to be committed was not a 
Special Police Officer "ivho alone is authorised to do the \'arious things mentioned in 
the provisions of the Act. It was observed that the Act created new offiT.ccs and 
provided for the forum before ■which they would be tried. Xeccssar^' provisions of 
the Code of Crimina’ Procedure had been adopted fully or '\rith modification. As 
the Act provided machinerv- to deal with the offencs created, the necessary- 
implication must be that the netv machinerv ■i\^as to deal with those cffir.ccs in 
accordance tvith the provisions of the special Act. The entire police ■work con- 
nection ■with the p^urposes of the Act within a certain area had- been put in the 
charge of a Special Police Officer. According to the majority judgment in that c«c, 
Only the Special Police Officer teas competent to invest’gate and as the investigation 
had been exinducted by a regular Police Officer who did not come within the cate- 
gory of a Special Police Officer the order of the magistrate quashing the charge-sheet 
tvas upheld. This case certainly supports one parTof the submis-sion of the counsel 
for the appellant that the Act is a complete Code with respect to what has to be 
done under it. In that sense it tvould be legit'mate to say' that a s^ch which is 
to be conducted under the Act must comply with the provisions contained in section 
15; but it cannot be held that if a search is net carried out strictly in accordance 
vsith the provisions of that section the trial is rendered illc-gal. There is hardly any 
parallel between an officer conducting a search who has no authority under the lavv 
and a search having been made vvhich does not strictly conform to the provisions o 
section 15 of the Act. The principles which have been settled w ith regard to the 
effect of an irregular search made in ersercise of the powers undea- section 165 oi 
the Code of Criminal Procedure would be fully applicable even to a case under the 
Act where the searedi has not been made in strict compliance vsith its provisions 
It is significant that there is no provisions in the Act according to which any scare! 
carried oui in contravention of section 15 would render the trial illegal. In the 
absence of such a provision vs'c mxist apply the law which has been laid down vriti 
rc^rd to searches made under the provisions of the Criminal Procedure Coiie. 

Xow in Th' StcU of Utlcr Pradesh v, Bhcgit sii Kishcre jcshi^, this court lir.d tc 
deal vrith a case where a booking clerk was stated to have committed an ofiVnee o! 
criminal breach of trust. A Sub-Inspector of police made some investipatirn and 
submitted a report but tliis vsas done wiiiiout obtaining the order of a magistrate. 
Subseejucntly the permission of the magistrate was obtained to investigate into tlie 
case as required by section 5-.^ of the Prevention of Corruptiefn Act. After malting 
furtlicr investigation he submitted a charge- sheet. Tlic respondent in tliat rase 
was tried and convicted under seetion 5 (2) of that Act. It v.as Iieid by this Court 
(by the majority) tliat there vsas a contravent'on o*" section 5-A of the Prrve ntion of 
Corruption -Act at the first stage of investigation when the requisite permission of 


I. ( 1962 ) 2 S.C.R. 694. 


(1964) 3 S.C.R. 71 . 
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the macnstrate had not been obtained but after the permission had been given there 
■was nracticallv a de novo investigation. Therefore, the accused not having been 
prejudiced by 'the illegahty committed by the police, the conviction could not be 
set aside on the ground of mere irregularitv- or illegalitv m the matter of investi- 
gation. The following passage at page 84 may be usefully reproduced: 

“ The H-gh Court set aside the comict'on on the groimd that Aere v\as a 
breach of the mandatory safeguards of the .\ct in that the fct stage of ^^invcsti- 
gation was contrary to the provisions of the Act. But it did not co^^dered the 
other question whether the said breach caused prejudice o e emt on 

matter\f his trial. In doing so, the High Court ignored the ^^h \he 

=537 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. Hav.ng carefully gone *roug^ the 
Sx)rd for the reasons aforesaid, we arc satisfied tl^^t no such 
been caused to the accused. He had a fair trial and had his full sa>. 

It is abundantly clear that section 537 of the Criminal Procedme Code^ould^^^^^ 
annlicaWe to tho -nroceedin^s in the present case. Section 5 (2) ol the b.ode pro 
vf<Fi“ af ,U ladiL Penal C<«lc s^hall 

into, tried and otheravlse dealt with accord.ng to the P™'™?” 

Procedure Code. All offences under any other lavv ^^all be ^cstjateU 

etc., according to the same provisions but subjee o .^^y .1 • _ Healing ^sdth 

manner or place of investigating, inquiring into, rymg mamstrate as 

mchoffencS. According to section 22 no Court inferior to that of a ma^stmte^s 
defined in clause (c) of section 2 shall trv' any offence under sect.ons 3 to « oi tn 

Thus a'l proceedings inclu^gs 

with the procedure laid doum s^ch provision h?s been brought 

ofthe specific provisions contained in the Act. P . ofthe Code of 

to our notice nor indeed has it been contended t^at s^tic^n 53 / 01 
Criminal Procedure would not govern the ^ of the decision in the 

offences with wh^ch the appellant was ^^d in the absence of any 

case of Bhagwati Kzshore Josh must be provisions of sub-sections 

o™' , 

In conclusion I. nosy be obscccod ^acTcoSlnern “b" 

ought not to show complete disn^rd of Pj^j^l^rure in its wisdom provided 
Ktions (i) and (2) of section 15 of the Act. iv-hich have to be searched 

special safeguards owing to the nature of the p^ ^ „r .tr.liVjitf' situations in 


sections (i) and 

special safeguards owing to the delicate situations in 

involving inroads on the privacy of citiz ^ become illegal 

resp-ect of females. But the entire proceedings and me directions 

and vitiated owing to the uon-observan^ of o j^Q.^^.tvcr, has to be veiy care- 

contained in the aforesaid provisions. jue v.' I, there has been such a failure 

M uud clunmc^ec. in cveighing the 

on the part of the investigating agency but conviction and the sen- 

to have been caused to the accused peison or P reiterate what was said 

tence. cannot be set aside. It maymot be ou P,^* , . defect or an illegalitv- in 


lu n.jy. liisnona ana inner v . .1 bearins on the compctcncv or me 

the investigation, however serious, has no direc ^ whenever such a 

procedure relating to cognizance or mal e Procedure is attracted and 

situation arises, section 537 of Code o ^ or trial can be shown to 

■uuless the irreeuiantv or the illegality in tne . - TV nnt ''ffected, 

have brought Ibout a miscarriage ofjustice, the result IS not <.ttecte 

For the above reasons this appeal fails and it is di.ini-S , , 

Appeal dismissed. 

V.iM.K. Z 

173: (1955) 1 An.WJt. (S.C.) 173: 0955) 1 

S.cjt. II -0- 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
(Civil Appellate Jurisdiction) 

(In forma pauperis) 

Present V. Bhargava, K. S. Hegde and A. N. Ray, JJ. 

N. S. Rajabadar Mudaliar . . Appellant* 

V. 

M. S. Vadivelu Mudaliar and others . . Respondents. 

Deed — Construction — Trust deed providing both for grant to charities and also for maintenance 
of m'mbers cf the founder's family — Diminanl intention — Determination — ^Held on facts 
that the predominant intention of the settlor was to benefit the charities and provision by way 
of settlement for members of the family was only secondary. 

Gy-pres doctrine — Applicability. 

Appeal from the Judgment and Order, d^ted the 6th February, 1964, of the 
Madras High Court in O.S.A. No. 39 of 1961. 

T.R. Sangameswaran and K. Jayaram, Advocates, for Appellant. 

A.K. Sen, Senior Advocate, {M.S. Jfarasimhan and S. Batakrishnan, Advocates,, 
tvith him), for Respondents Nos. i, 5, 6 and 7. ■ 

The Judgment of the Court was delivered by 

Ray, J. — ^This appeal is from the judgment of the High Coiut at Madras, 
dated 6th February, 1964, dismissing the appellant’s suit. 

The important question which falls for consideration is whether the deed of 
trust dated ist January, 1908 created an absolute dedication to charity subject only 
to a charge for the payment of maintenance to the members of the founder’s 
famUy or whether the dominant intention of the founder was the maintenance of 
the family and the grant to the charities rvas secondary. 

The trust deed was executed on ist January, 1908, by S.D. Mudaliar in favour 
of himself, A. P. M. MudaPar, M.T.S. Mudaliar and C.V.S. Mudaliar. S.D. 
Mudaliar and his prc-deccascd son D.S. Mudaliar’s adopted son S. Mudaliar cficctcd 
a deed of partition dated 25th November, 1907 in respect of the immovable and 
movable properties. By the said deed of partition S.D. Mudaliar the settlor of 
the deed of trust obtained the property forming the subject matter of the said trust 
deed. The founder dedicated the said property by the deed of trust to the trustees. 
The trustees were the setdor and three other Mudaliars, w^:., A.P.M. Afudaliar, 
M.T.S. Mudaliar and C.T'.S. Mudaliar. 

Broad'y stated, the trust deed contained the following provisions. First, the 
trustees after excluding the tax and maramath expenses, shall during the life- 
time of the settlor pay h'm entire income for the purpose of discharging the debt of 
Rs. 3,000 mentioned in the deed of partition and for the maintenance of the settlor 
during h'S lifedme. Second'y, after the death of the settlor the balance of the debt 
that m'ght be found due on the date after excluding the pa>'ments made by the settlor 
is to be paid to the creditors. Thudly, after the settlor’s lifct'mc a sum of Rs. 10 
per mmsem would be paid out of tJic income to the settlor’s daughter-in-law, 
nam ;ly, the app illant’s grand-mother, r;.;:., father’s mother “ for her lifetime, for her 
charity expenses”. Fourthly, after the lifetime of the appellant’s grand-mother tltc 
trustees are to pay a stun of Rs. 10 per mensem permanently to the appellant’.s 
adoptive father who w'as the adopted son of the appellant’s grand-mother and of the 
settlor’s pre-deceased son and after the lifet'me of the appellant’s adoptive father 
“to his male descendants hereditarily”. Fifthly, the settlor gave full potver to 
the trustees after m 'cting the c.xp mscs of the Ufsavam to be celebrated in Nungam- 
b.aldtam D ivasthanams and the trust expenses and the tax and maramath expenses 
to e.xpcnd such sum as they m'ght deem proper to maintain .and educate the male 
desemdants of the settlor’s pre-dece.ased adopted son. The settlor further provided 
that T the trustees w're not w'lling they wou’d slop stieh mainten.ar.ee and ethjrat.'on 


• CA.No. 1796 of 1966. 
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cxoenses. Sixthly, the trustees after the life-time of the settlor would spend from 
out of the afor^aid trust income in such manner as they nught deem proper and 
Sve Se Vasantha Utsavam celebrated for a period of not less than three da^ 
during the Vasantha Utsavam which would be celebrated ^’ery > “ the Temp 

of Sri Agasthees^s-arar and Venkatesa Perumal instiled by the f 
and enshrined in Nungambakkam. Fmally, after the ^ome from 

trustees were directed to accumulate the amount remaimng out of the income trom 

the property after excluding the assessment, quit-rent Tam^s 

and annual expenses and purchase properties therewith and prowde the same as 

income for the aforesaid charity. 

In the background of these proUsions, counsel for the appellant contended 
that SelmiLnt intention was a JroUsion by way of a sett ement ^ JX^Si" 
of the family and that the charities were subsidiary 

The provisions or direction to the trustees fct to accumu monthlv and annual 
ing the expenses of assessment, quit rent and maramaA and the “^1> and^ual 

expenses and secondly to purchase prop^ties t crpvi s , . P ., j- jjnportant 

for the aforesaid charity. The words “ for the p^oSom 

significance. The enrire accumulation %vns for the 

ing mainte^ce and educa^n rLt°t£re The provisions regard- 

could stop *0 --if 

mamtenance and cduca^on ^Lt erlucation and maintenance 

contention that the intention of the seWo settlement The reason is ob\-ious. 
^enses were the dominant PJ^^ ° be repelled by a discretion 

The dominant object is never allows by t ^)o^ver to stop is consistent 

couferjed oo d.c expenses 

■\vith the intention of the settlor to_ treat tn -i-.bp trust namelv, charities are 
as secondly obj'ects only after the P^ ^be inescapable conclusion that the 

fulfiUed. The tenor ofthedoc^ent points to the mescapaoi^^^^ 

pre-dominant and overavhelming making- the expenses for the charities- 

charities and provide for the same not for ^cumulation of income 

as the first and foremost direction but ppjy for the purpose 

snd purchase of properties out oi trie saiu 

of chanties. Court should not have 

A contention was raised by appe an of maintenance of the appel- 

reversed the finding of the came to the conclusion that there was 

lant at Rs. 50 per mensem. The High In this Court the con- 

no legal principle to sustain this increase in seated, viz., that this was a case 

tention which was raised in the High doctrine applies where a charita- 

where the ij-pres doctrine would apply - -t ne^ applies the property 

blc trust is inidallv impossible or impracuca , , resembling the original trust. 

t^-pres, viz,, to some other charities as P^on expenses are neither charaitable 

In the present case, the maintenance and education exp 
Bust. u,r ,im!lur objccB of chari^ ^ 

For these ircasoixs, the appeal fails an 

will pay the court-fees. dismissed. 


[END OF VOLUFE (1970) I S.C.J. (REPOI^TS,)] 
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NOTTJeH 

Volume XLn (1970)! S. G. J. wll end with this Part. The 
index for the Volume will be issued in due course. 

The first part for (1970) II S. G. J. %vill be issued on ist July. 70. 
It will be sent by V.P.P. for Rs. 21-25 to realise the second halfyearly 
subscription to subscribers who have not paid their subscription 
before this date. Subscribers who do not want a V.P.P. to be sent 
are requested to remit their subscriptions by M.O. sufficiently in 
advance. 

Madras4 ”1 Manager, 

15_6_’7o J Sotreme Gourt Journal. 
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